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Some Refleions. on Mr. W hi- 


IS che gude Treatment of the Au- 

| thor of the Reflections on Mr, Whi- 

ſton, in that Gentleman's late an- | 
© + gry Reph, is a ſufficient aue Fecond 
tion of that Author's Opinion, with regard 251 Alles, 
to the falls ſhews of Meekneſs, Hymility, and p. 31, &, 
love of Truth, he had before detected in 
Me. Whiſtow's Conduct; ſo is he obliged to 
Mr. Whiſton for ſupplying him with New 
Inſtances, in his haſty Animadverſions, of 
the ant of thoſe Qualifications that are re- 
quiſite in one that ſets up for a Reformer of 
the Chriſtian Faith in its moſt Diſtinguiſhing 
Articles. The Reflecter had been fo hardy as 
to Doubt of Mr. Mhiſton s Sufficiency, both 
with relation to his ſtock of Eccleſiaſtical 
Learning, and 5 in the ieee 
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1 
of it; and therefore he might fairly expect 
ſome ſbare of Mr. Whiſton's Indignation, 
tho“ none of that Dirt and Filth that has 
been thrown about him, by one that has 
made ſo ill a Uſe of a liberal Education. It 
was the avow'd Deſign of that Writer, how 
much ſoever Miſrepreſentèd by Mr. Whiſfton, 
to ſhew what juſt and reaſonable Prejudices | 
were entertain'd againſt Mr. Hh Un- 
dertaking ; and agreably to this Deſign, he 
enter'd only fo far into the Argumentarivg 
part of the Controyerſy, as was neceſſary to 
lay open the diſingenuous Artifices of Mr. 
Whiſton. And in that Attempt, he plainly 
confined himſelf to What Mr. Whiſton has 
been pleaſed to communicate to the World 
out of his Manuſcript Papers; but never 
pretended to Anſwer MSS. with the ſight 
of Which that Author has been never 


Second re- favourꝭ d, as Mr. Whiſton is willing to in- 
Py Dr. timate. That indeed would have been an 


27. Abſurdity worthy of Mr. Il hiſton's Ani. 
m.adverſions, if there had been the Raft 
Foundation for it; but it is Notorious, that 
all that was aimed at by the Writer of thoſe 
Reflections is, in the very Nature of it, previ- 
ous to à full and accurate Examination of 
Mr. Mhiſton's Collections; which, no doubt, 
will not be wanting, when they ſhall be 
made Publick. In the mean time, as it was 
very proper the World ſhould be informed 
what are the Qualifications of that „ | 

ace raul we wer mu a 


5,» 
who is fo warmly engaged in Undermining 
our moſt Holy Faith; ſo is it perfectly fo- 
reign to the preſent Diſpute, whether Mr. 
Nhe fon makes a right Conjecture of the 
Diſcoverer of thoſe Defects in his Conduct. 


Ne is pleaſed to Wonder, that thoſe Reflecti. Ib. p. 31, 


ons ſhould come from one that has long known 


fincere, Now, the Author of the keflect ions 


thinks fit to diſclaim all pretence to the Ho- 


nour of having contracted a Friendſhip with 
Mr. Whiſton ; He profeſſes, he was never ſa- 
vour'd with any thing more of that kind, than 
a few accidental Converſations; with him, 
that gave the Reſlecter ſuch Ideas of his 
'Temper and Notiens, that he was never 
fond of any approaches towards an Intimacy 
with him. ?*Tis true indeed, the Kefledter 


vas formerly, tho' not ſo very lately as Mr. 


Mhiſton imagines, one of thoſe well-meaning 
Foy gr: he mentions in his Reflections, who 
had entertain'd too favourable an Opinion of 
that Author; but as he was himſelf Difa- 


buſed by Time and Experience, fo has he en- 


deavour'd to Diſabuſe others by the Reaſons 
given in thoſe. Reflections. As Mr. Whiſton 
Has 1n proceſs of 'Time changed his Opinion 
of ſome Things, ſo he muſt pardon Others 


if they change their Opinion of ſome Perſons 
alſo, upon a clearer View and deeper Obſer- 
vation. With reference to all the harſh Ex- 
preſſions of Contempt thrown out upon the 
. | Refleiter 


him, and till very lately thou hi him honeſt and 


p. 4. 


(6) 

Reflecter in the Animadverſians on him, that 
Author owns: he deſpifes them with the 
ſame degree of Scorn and Contempt with 
which they are offer d; how much ſoe- 


ver he may pity the Writer of them, as 4 
. "Perſon that labours under the Mechanical 
' Neceſſity of an Uncorrected Acrimony of 


Blaod, and an over-heated Imagination. Tis 
Pleaſant, however, to obſer ve, in what a con- 
tinued fit of Paſſion Mr, Whiſton reprehends 


the Reflecter for the juſt Zeal he has expreſ- 


{ed for ſo good 2 Cauſe ; and that whilſt, he 
recommends Nieekneſs to his Adyerſaries, he 
has drawn- himſelf! in the moſt Diſagreable 
Poſture of Rage to all Foſterity. But as the 
RefleQer knows how to neglect Mr. Ah. 
fow's late harmleſs Inſult upon the Reputar 
tion of one that has enjoy'd at leaſt equal 
Advantages of a Learned Education with 
himſelf, ſo will he never beinfluenced by any 


of Mr. Mhiſton's haughty Airs and Magiſterial 


Menaces, to ſubmit in any reſpect to his pre- 


| tended Superiority. And as the Reflecter is | 


not conſcious to himſelf, that. he has miſap- 
plied or abuſed thoſe advantages of Educati- | 
on that Providence has favour'd him with, 
the Candid Reader will pardon him, if he 
aſſumes a little upon Mr: Whiſton's Arre» " 
gance and Contempt, 39 
Alfter this Prefatory Apology, I ſhall omit 
What is merely Perſonal, as heing both Un- 
acceptable, and Uninſtrudive to the Render, 


ted his Hiſtorical Preface to that Learned 


2 Purgatory and Tranſubſtantiation on the 
4 fame Foot with tie Eſtabliſhed Faith; to 


| Creeds, and Liturgy ; to aſperſe thoſe of then, . 


1 ſuppoſes to act merely upon' Worldly Mo- 


of a Doubtful Original, as the moſt Sacred Append. 
part of Holy Scripture ? If, I ſay, the De-?: 37. 


as 4 real Reſj 


ance of the Clergy in Convocation, Mr. hi. 
ton muſt be allow'd to be Maſter of pecu- 


1 
and ſhall now Reply to every thing that may 
be thought Material in Animadverſions that 
are really ſo very ſuperficial, and betray fo 
much Inſincerity in their Author. ö 


Mr. W hiſtos pretends (in the beginning of Second Re- 
his Animadverſions) that he meant no defi- Aung. 
ance to the Convocation, when he Dedica- 


Body. But can any Reader be found ſo 
very credulous, as to believe Mr. Whifton 
deſigned 4 real Reſpect to this Church and her 
Convocation, when he had the Confidence to 
impute Anti-Chriſtianiſm to them; to put 


Ibid. 


demand the alteration of the received Articles, #7; * refs 


Clergy that have peruſed his Papers, with 113. 
the Charge of Inſincerity; and to declare, 
that all his Productions in this Diſpute are 
Unanſwerable by the Learned, whom he 


tives; and above all, to traduce the preſent 


Canon of the New Teftament as Incompleat 
and Defective, and to conſider Conſtitutions 


dication of theſe Poſitions can be confider'd 
pect, and not as a folemn Defi- 


liar 


* 


(8) 
liar Rules of Reſpect and Civility, or to 
Change the Propriety of the Exgliſb Lan- 
guage in the ſame proportion as he endea- 
vours to corrupt the Chriſtian Ffannm. 
RefeSions Mr. V hiſtan had been charged with 


„ (Iv. 1 ending to a | 
Witch, Want of Modeſty, in pretending to alter the 


. . Whole Scheme of the Chriſtian Religion, up · 


on ſo late and ſmall an acquaintance with 
Eccleſiaſtical Antiquity. Now, how does: 
Mr. V hiſton reply to this ObjeQtion ? Why 
truly, by confeſſing the Matter of Fact, as 


| * 4 | . '. "> , 4 
* & the Reflefter had urged it againſt him. He 


i b. 2. OWNS in expreſs Words, that he ſpent but 
ſe" four or five "Months in his reſearches of the 
two firſt Centuries, and in writing the ac- 

count of the Primitive Faith, which he com- 
municated in MS, to a few of the Learned. 
Bid. He gives us, as he fays, this Hiſtory of Facts, 
witlout the leaſt boaſting or aſſuming. In this 
Article I joyn iſſue with him, and eafily allow, 
that ſuch avow'd Negligence is far from be- 
10g a matter to, be boaſted of ; nor can any 
Man in his Senſes, pretend to argue from the, 
Fathers, and aſſume uponſuch a ſlight imperfe& 
View of ſo many antient Authors, unleſs he 
can prove, that no other Quality is requiſite 
to obtain Succeſs but Expeaztion ; or that a 
Man that rides in poſt-haft through a Coun- 
try, is the fitteſt Perſon in the World to 
write the Geography of it, and make Obſer- | 

| yYations cn the Religion and Politicks of its 
hid. Inhabitants, But ſince Mr. VI hifton is plea- 
2 Rt ſed 


—* WS - 
5 | ſed to aſſert, That if one would give a true 
“ account of what the Antients really ſay, the 


« Work may be quickly gone thro?, becauſe 
& the firſt Obvious Senſe. of Words is to be 
« generally taken, I ſhall conſider the nota- 
ble Reaſon he offers for his not dwel- 
ing longer on the Writings of the Fathers. 
To maintain this judicious Paradox, it mull 
be aſſerted, that it is to very little purpoſe 29 
conſider with, care the main ſcope and Ger 
figa of any Writer, to be Maſter of hi- Prin- 
ciples, as well as thoſe of his Adverſary, and 
to underſtand his Dialect and peculiar Lan · 
guage. For Inſtance, Will not all that the 
moſt ancient ſrenæus has wrote againſt the 

4 Hereticks of his Age, appear Unintelligible, 
and his Arguments loſe their force and Au, 
thority, unleſs one has formed right Notions 
of the Gnoſtical Principles laid down in his 
two firſt Books? How abſurdly will Tertul- 
lian at firſt View be thought to Argue a- 
y | gaioſt the Valentinians and the reſt of the He- 
>, | reticks he attacks, till one is become by long 
+ uſe Maſter of his and their particular Phra» 
je | ſes and Notions, and conſequently is taught 
e to apprehend the ſtrength of his Argu- 
x ments? How ſoever rapid a Progreſs Mr. 
1. I Whiſton may pretend to make in his Stu- 
o dies of thoſe Writers, whoſe Language and 
-. | way of Reaſoning are very remote and dif- 
ts ferent from thoſe of the prefeat Age, all 
i, {modeſt Men muſt confeſs that they fre- 
d 2 B quently 
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(10) | 
quently meet with great Difficulties in the 
peruſal of them, and: that upon farther Ex- 
- amination, the firſt obvious ſenſe they put 

upon them was far from being the true one. 
Aa indesd it muſt neceſſarily happen, that 
there will be abundance of Ambiguity in Ex- 
preſſions, and Difficulty in the Arguments, 
of Men that embraced Chriſtianity with all 
their Stoical or Platonick Phraſes and Noti- 
ons about them, and endeavoured to accom- 
modate their former Language and Princi- 
ples to their New Religion. And therefore 

the antient Fathers have, almoſt all of them, 
not only wrote in different Dialects from 
one another, but upon different Schemes of 
Principles, that require more ſevere Study 

than Mr. HMhiſton has allow'd himſelf, or 
thinks due from Others. He is pleaſed to 
affirm, that whoever beſtows uch time upon 
tid, them, does ſo in order to pervert them; but 
J ſhall take the liberty to aſſert, that who- 

ever follows the firſt Obvious Senſe of My- 
ſtical and Allegorical Writers, as many of 
the Fathers were, conſults indeed his own | 
Eaſe, but will frequently miſtake their Mea- 
ning, and run into innumerable Errors. 
b. 4. The Reſlecter had produced Tertallian, as | 
an Inſtance of Difficulty in Underſtanding {| 
Second A- tlie Fathers, as well as of Orthodoxy, with- 
ply to Dr. In Mr. Whiſton's Period of Time. To this 4 
Allis, p.32. Mr. . hiſton Replies, that with regard to time 
| | Tertullian | 


n 
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'Tertullian was later than the Authors he main. 

ly inſiſted on. It ſeems, that notwithſtand- Adv. for | 
ing his late Advice to ſtudy the Fathers of h : 
the three firſt Centuries, he has thought kit 257. 

to confine his Collection of Teſtimonies to 
the Fathers of the two firſt Ages, and de- 
cently to drop the third that abounded with 
Evidence againſt him. But to omit the 
Diſcuſſion of that Point, Tertallian, who 
flouriſhed for ſome time, and wrote ſeveral] 
Treatiſes, before the expiration of the ſecond 
Century, muſt now be Diſcarded as Un- 
ſerviceable ro Mr. Mhiſton's Cauſe, tho? 


within the compals of Time preſcribed by 


him. Thus to evade the force of Tertalli. Second 


y to 


an's Teſtimony, Mr. Mhiſton roundly pro- Do, Allix, 


nounces him an Heretict, and fo there was 7. 22. 
no occalion for reading him more exattly, id. 
This ſounds but oddly in one that is 
himſelf accuſed of Hereſy, and is an A- 
pology that Mr. Mhiſton would ſcarce ad- 
mit in his own Caſe, as he is an Author. 


| However, he aſſures us, he has read the pro. 


per Parts of Tertullian, in the ſhort ſpace 20. 
ſign'd by him for his ſtudy of the Fathers. 
Now, whatever parts of Iertulliau's Works 
Mr. Mhiſton might peruſe as proper for the 
ſervice of his Cauſe, and whatever Errors 
about the Paraclete ſertullian fell into, 'tis 
certain that Tertullian acknou ledg d the 
Conſubſtantial Nature of the Son of God, 
and adhered to the Doctrine of the ever 

B 2 bleſſed 
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„„ 
bleſſed Trinity, after his lapſe into Monta- 
niſm, as well as before it. Even after he ſe- 
parated from the Church in Matters of Dif- 
cipline, he maintain'd the true Doctrine of it. 
De Pudi- This is evident from his Books wrote after 
3 his Separation. In which, tho? he inſiſts up- 
C. Prax.. ON greater Severities than were uſually prac- 
tifed, yet he profeſſed the ſame Unvaried | 
Faith to the end of his Life, and there was 
no Diſpute between that Heretic Tertullian 
and the Catholick Church about the Divi- 
nity of the Son and Holy Ghoſt, Ignorance 
therefore, or Inſincerity, muſt be here char- 
ged upon Mr. Mhiſton: If the former only, 
his Learned Adverſary Dr. Allix, will ſer © 
him right, whenever Mr.Wh:fon will vouch⸗ 
ſafe to peruſe his excellent Diſſertation on the | 
Life and Writings of Tertullian, in which the 
Chronology as well as Orthodoxy of his 
Works, with relation to the preſent Subject 
of Diſpute, are fully eſtabliſhed. | 
Secondre» Mr. Whiſton is pleaſed to add, © that the 
Alix . Reflecker impoſes grolly on his Reader, 
33 8 when he quotes the Hiſtorical Preface for 
& the following Words, My Evidence for the 
« Sacred Autherity of the Apoſtolical Conſt itu- 
* tions, on à little Enquiry, became mo(t Un- 
« queſtionable. But what juſt occaſion has 
herein been given for ſo rude a Cenſure ? 
| Are not thele very Words extant in 
Hiſt. Pref. the Hiſtorical Preface ? Has not the Re- 
7.115. flecter quoted the very Page? Can he be pre- 
| Eee ſumed | 


(13) 
ſumed to have deſigned to put a Trick up- 
on the Reader, when he refers him to the 
very place where theſe Words are uſed, and 
left him freely to Determine for hat Rea: 


ſons, as there aſſign'd, Mr. Whiſton, thought 


fit to ſay, * The Sacredneſs of the Apoſto- 
* lical Conſtitutions, on a little Enquiry, 
became Unqueſtionable. For all theUſe the 
Reflecter has made of that Quotation, is to 


ſhew, that Mr. Whiſton acknowledges his 


own Unaccuracy, even in fixing the Autho- 
rity of a pretended Sacred Book ; as he there 
does by an Arabick verſion of what he calls 


the Doctrine of the Apoſtles. . What Mr. Whi- 
ſton's Enquiries about the Conſtitutions had 
been before, he does not pretend toDetermine; 


but he thought Mr. Wh:i/toz deſerved ſome 
Animad verſion, when upon fo little Autho- 
rity as he could poſſibly have for the Genu- 
ineneſs of the Arabick Doctrine of the Apo- 
ſtles, bis evidence for the Sacred Authority of 
the Conſtitutions, upon a little Enquiry betame 
moſt Unqueſtionable. JI cannot therefore ſee 


| how Mr. Whiſton gains any Advantage by 


venting this Calumny of the Refle&er”'s de- 
ſigning to abuſe his Reader (a thing he ab- 


hors and deteſts) unleſs it may be called an 
Advantage to Mr. Mhiſton's 


auſe, thus to 


own, that he built the Authority of one ſpa- 
rious Book upon that ofanother ; namely, that 
upon a little Enquiry into the Arabick 
Doctrine of the Apoſtles, he Diſcover'd that 
| | „„ 

* 


(14) 

to be a genuine Sacred Book, and then upon 
another little Enquiry found the Sacred Au- 
thority of the Conſtilutious to be molt Un- 
dee P-. queſtionable. And indeed the Learned Dr. 
Grabes Grabe has lately {hewn, to Mr, VV hiſtow 8 
%.“ Conviction, (it he were capable of it) how 
dss. very little that Enquiry. was. 
Second Re. After this, Mr. Wiiſton in high efont- 
*y ro Dr. ment of the Affront offer'd to, his Theory of 
$izp-34-the Earth, is pleaſed to throw out ſome Ex- 
preſſions of Diminution upon the Reflecter, 

as no competent Judge of that Performance, 

and as one that has little Knowledge of that 
Work. By this Paſſage, Mr. Hhiſton does 
not ſeem to gueſs right at. the Refiefer, to 
whom he pretends he has been long known, # 

For Mr. Whiſtoz muſt otherwiſe have re- 
collected what Converſation he has former- 

ly had with that Author upon this very Sub- 

ie, But whether he thinks fit to recollect 
it or not, the Reflecler thinks himſelf obliged 
to afſure Mr. Whiſton, that as he formerly 
ſtudied his Theory with ſome Care, for which 
he was prepared by having been Converſant 
in Sir Iſaac Nemton s incomparable Principles, 

ſo by more mature Reflection, as well as Mr. 

eiPs Examination of that Theory, he was at 
alt (notwithſtanding the Biaſs of ſome lucky | 
Coincidences in it) convinced of the many 

great Defects of it, the recital of Which 
Fefieions Would be improper in this Place. But ſince] 


Wiſin, Fuargel Mr. 77 iſto with Cs in { 


* 
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Hydroſtaticks, beg (among the many Inſtan- 


ces mentioned by Mr. Keil) he will conſi- 


der, how it was poſſible that the Subter- 
raneous Water (ſuppos'd to be half the 
Water neceſſary to the Deluge) could be 
pumped up through Fiſſures of two Miles 


perpendicular height ; or if ſo, whether the 


Water could continue on the face of the 
ure i, e. on thegaping Mouths of thoſe Fiſ- 
fares, to cauſe a gradual Deluge of 150 Days. 


But, fince this was roo abſurd to be admit- 
ted, and his Theory was as much broken in 
pieces as his primitive Earth it ſelf, Mr. 


FVVhifton has been pleaſed to mend and Tin- 


0 ker his Hypotheſis; and after he had been 
. 9 juſtly laſhed for his want of ordinary skill in 


{ures at once, as Unſerviceable to the Deluge 
by the overflowing of the' Fountains of the 
great Deep, tho' ſuppoſed equal to eleven Oce- 
ans; ſince more Water would return thro? 
thoſe Fiſſures in 150 Days, than had aſcend- 


| ded by them during the ſhort Impetus of 


the incumbent Columns on the Subterrancan 
Waters, as well as of the Extraordinary 
Ty des occaſion'd by the Comet's approach. 
The Reflecter had Conſulred Mr. VV hiſton's 
Second Edition of his Theory, and muſt own 
that there is very little New in it about the 
Deluge, but a precarious Conſolidation of the 


s in ſhatter'd Columns of the Earth, and a confeſ- 


ſion 


; See Keil's 
e- | Hydro#aticks, he found it neceſſary to alter zefietions 


his Scheme ſo far as ta give up all his Fife in d xo. 


n 


Al, a 


(16) * 
ſion of the little or no Uſe of the Suhterra- 
neous Water, on which ſo great a ſtreſs had 
before been laid, in order to avoid the impu- 
tation of Hydroftatical Blunders. This is 
the great Improvement of Mr. H hi ſton's Sæ- 
cond Edition of his Theory, namely, that he 


has contradicted in it a very . conſiderable 


rt of the firft. After all the induſtry that 
- been uſed to repair the Breaches of hj 
ruinous Theory, it is at beſt but Patch-wark 
And tho" he has in effect laid afide one half 
of the quantity of Water at firſt aſſign'd by 
him for drowning the Earth, he cannot ſo 


8 much as carry off the remaining Half; but 


after all Corrections of his Theory, it muſt, 
without farther A ſſiſtance, continue Drown-} 


5 ed, for Ever. So that when Mr. H hiſton re- 
fers us to the Second Edition of his Theory, 


he tacitly acknowledges the Errors of the 

* in other words confirms what the 
Reflecter had ſaid freely before, that Mr. 
Mhiſton at firſt pretended to Explain the De- 
luge without under ſtanding Hyaroſtaticks. | 
But to return from this Digreſſion, that 


has been occaſioned by the arrogance of Mr. 


Whiſton, in not allow ing the Reflecter to have 
a ſufficient knowledge. of his 1 »eory, I ſhall 
now go on to evince rhe Truth of what the) 
Reflecter on his Conduct has charged him 
with, namely, that he has made as falſe Steps 
in his Study of Eccleſiaſtical Antiquity, as he 
formerly did in Natura! Philoſophy. | 

_ 


"ric 
had imputed groſs Partiality to him, with 


of the Council of Nice. In Anſwer to which 
Charge, Mr. M biſton pretends, that he 
thoaght this had not been his ſingular Caſe, but 


thers oniy are the beſt Guides, next the Sa- 
cred Writings. In which Anſwer, the im- 
propriety of Style and weakneſs of Argu- 
ment are both of a Piece. As to exactneſs 
of Style, Can any thing be more nicely 
Penn'd than this Aſſertion, that the Ante 
2 Nicene Fathers only are the beſt Guides? Cer: 


A * 


7 


"| our Guides, they muſt be our ## Guides. But 
the ny they on) are our be# Guides, is a pecu- 
iar Elegancy of Mr. Whifton. Bur ro pafs 

Vr. over fo unaccurate an Expreffion,” tis won- 
De- derful how Mr. Whifton could affirm, that 
- | & Biſhop Bull and Dr. Grabe were of his Opt? 
hath nion in that Mzrter; ſince it was the pro- 
Mr. ſeſſed Deſign of Biſhop Ball, in his excellent 
àve Defence of the [Vicene Faith, to ſhew the exact 
agreement of the ſentiments of the Ante- 
che Niceve Fathers with the Nicene Confeſſion 
ung of Faith, and to eſtabliſh the latter upon 
eps its Harmony with the former. And was 
he not this too the very Deſign of this Learn- 
ed Annotator Dr. Grabe, who with this very 
be View lias lupplied ſome Teſtimonies of the 
| 1 C | Ante- 


© The Reflecter on Mr. Whiſtows Condu deR 7. 27. 


5 | + ' * , Ih 'd. 0 
reference to the great and important Deciſion , K. 3, 


Second ; 
ep. to Dr. 


that Biſhop Bull, Dr. Grabe, Ct. had been Alix, 5. 
of the ſame Mind, that the Ante. Nicene Fa- 34 


R 


* + 
TI 
© 


fainly if they are the beſt Guides, they ought ... 
to be our o Guides. And if they only ard 


4 618) 
Ante-NVitene Fathers, untouched by Biſhop 
1 Ball, and defended others of his from all Ob- 
jecctions? If therefore Mr. H Hiſton had peru- 
ſed Biſhop Ball's imcomparable Work on the 
Nicene Faith with that accuracy that it de- 
ſerves, before he had vented his own crude 
Notions, he could never have fallen into ſo 
gross a Blunder, as to imagine, that Biſhop 
Ball and Dr. Grabe ever thought, that the 
Aate-Nicene Fathers are our ozly, or our be## 
Guides, in Cont ra- diſtinction to the Nicene 
| Fathers, as they muſt be underſtood in Mr. 
3 Whiſton's Poſitio n.. 4 
100 „ Abe Reflecter had ſhewn how great a Ve- 
gnnaeration is due to the Authority of the Coun- 
' Second cil of Nice. To ballance which, Mr. H biſton 
Rep. r. is pleaſed. to put together in the Scale the 
. 37 more antient Council of Antioch, and the three 
Councils of Hre, Jeruſalem, and Conſt an- 
tinople, which were very little later than that 
of Nice; all which, as he aſſerts, were direct- 
Y againſt its Determination. Now, to ſhew 
that Mr. Mhiſton has miſrepreſented this 
whole Matter, and to diſabuſe thoſe Readers 
that have been little conveffant in Eccleſia- 
ſtical Hiſtory, I ſhall endeavour to place in 
a juſt Light the Weakneſs of this ballancing- 
Argument. With reference to the Council of 
7.1 am, Auttoch, it was not only Determined long 
de Iod. ag0 by Athanaſius himſelf, but has been lately 
Arin&S-with great Clearneſs evinced from him 
D. and other antient Fathers, (in the Learned 
758, 759» 5 Anſwer 


s 2 *'w 


wavy UM 5 


Anſwer to Mr. Whiſton's Queſtion about the 


wy 


- 
= N 
- 


See Dr. 


word ine, 48 rejected by the Council of An- Allis 
tioch) that the word 37 was not reject- Anſwer 20 | 
ed in general by thoſe Fathers, ſince it had ., Wi- 


been uſed in the Church long before, but, 


that it was laid aſide at that time upon ac- 
count of the abuſive Senſe, namely, the 
Sabellian one, to which it was diſtorted from 


on's Re- 
Ys Þ- 10s 
_ 


its native Signification, by Paulus Samoſate- 
nus. All addition to that Anſwer is there- 


fore ſuperſeded. For if it is evident, that the 


Council of Antioch refuſed to uſe that Word 
only in the bad Senſe of that Heretick, it by 


no means follows that the Councils of Nice 
and Antioch do in the leaſt Claſh or interfere 
with one another. The Authorities there- 
fore that have been urged for the Council of 


Ant ioch's poſt. poning the uſe of that Word 


in the Sabellian Senſe, and not rejecting it at 


large, muſt be firſt invalidated by Mr. H hi- 


ſton, before he can claim the Patronage of - 


the Council of Antioch, conſider'd in oppoſi- 


| tion to the Council of Nice. 


As to the Councils of Tyre, Jeruſalem, 
and Conſtanti nople, it is certain that their De- 


terminations were not directiy levelled againſt 


the Nicene Doctrine, but were Perſona! 


X ed < 9 Jy nd 


Matters founded on the implacable Malice of 
the Euſebian Party to Athanaſius and his im- 
mediate Followers, whom they endeavour'd 
to fink and ruine, as well as to reſtore Arius 
to the Communion of the Church, by all the 
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.: 620) 
baſe and ſubtle Arts of inveterate Enemies. 
Io be more particular on this Occaſion, (and 
I hope the Reader will pardon the mention 
Fid. $020: of ſome zeceſſary Particulars) We are aſſured, 
_— that the Council of Tyre did not meddlefwith 
'25. the Doctrine, but the Perſon of Athanaſius, 
whom they Condemned and Depoſed tor 
I Immoralities/and. Profaneneſs falſely laid to 
F. J 1. . bis Charge, and never proved. againſt him. 
27,29, © Such as the Story of his killing Arſenius, and 
32 their producing his right Hand, tho' Arſeni- 
us himfelf wis alive and openly ſ{hewan at 
the Council of Tyre, Such likewite was the 
_ * ridiculous Charge of Macarius, a Presbyter 
nal. Atia- of Athanaſius, his breaking the Communion- 
2. p. 4 24. Cup, and overthrowing the Communion» 
136, 137. Table,, in the Church of the Uſurping 1/chy- 
dd 1 at the Command of Athanaſius, tho lſ- 
El. Ben. chiras himſelſ denied the Matter of Fact; 
and tho? the Alexandrian and Mareotick Cler- 
Bid.p.147. gy offier'd to vindicate Athanaſius from thoſe 
391. 194+ Imputations, but were repulſed by the Com- 
maiſſioners of the Council of Tyre, And 1 
Cannot here omit taking notice, that . theſe 
are the very Crimes Mr. Whiſton is not a- 
20%. Pf ſhamed to Charge even yet on the Memory » 
5. 101, Kc. Of that great Saint, athanaſius; and to vent 
25 the moſt Uncharitable Suſpicions of his groſs 
Diſhonefty and horrible Wickedneſs in the 
mot opprobious Language, upon no better 
2 foundation of Credibility than thoſe Ca- 


, 
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a. Pf the Catholic Church. This Confeſion 
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Calumnies that were furbiſhed up in this 

very Council of Tyre, by the Reſentments of 
owerful Enemies but were ſolidly Con- 

Fired by the very Perſons that were uſed as 

Inftrumcnts in the Proſecution of them. But 

to return from Mr. Whiſtoa to Athanaſias., 3 

We find in Fact, that the Council of Tyre N 

was adjourned to Jeruſalem, to celebrate the 

Dedication of Conſtantines famous Church 

lately erected in that Place; where, indeed, 

they were met by ſeveral Others. After the 

Solemnity of the Dedication was performed, „ „, 

the prodigious Eaſineſs of Conſtantine (as Mon A 1 

faucon juſtly calls it) was ſo much abuſed by 21. 26,27. 

the repeated Addreſſes of the Arian Patro- 

neſs, his Siſter FN and poſſibly by o- id. Theo- 

ther Courtiers of that Party, that K Was _ 

prevailed upon to recommend the Caſe of:. 33. 

the baniſhed Arias to the Conſideration of 

the Synod of Jeruſalem. He was pleaſed S zom. I. 

too to declare, that if Arius would ſubſcribe 2. « 27. 

the Vicene Faith, he ſhould be recalled, and 

ſent home to Alexandria. Arias according Bid. d 

ly gave in an Equivocating Confeſſion of his Pure. 

Faith to the Emperor, in which he profeſſed © 

belief in Cod the Mord, and the whole 1ri- 

nity, agreably to the form of Baptiſm pre- 

ſcribed by our Lord; not without denoun- 

cing an Anathema upon himſelf and Fol- Bid. 

lowers, if they did not Believe in the Father, 

Son, and Holy Ghoſt, according to the Faith 


* 


Was 
% » & 


1 33. and Arius with his Followers was reſtored 


17 35. 
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3 


pid. Socr. was in conſequence approved by the Synod) 


to Communion. © So that as the Council of 
Tyre acted Perſonally againſt Athanaſias, ſo 
the Council of Jeraſalem ated Perſonally in 
favour of Arias, his declared Adverſary. But 
Second Rep, Will Mr. Whifton dare to affirm, that any 
10 Pr. All. Doctrines were ſettled in either of thoſe Coun- 
cils, directly ag4inſt the Determination of the 
Nicene Council? Was the Diſpute about the 
Word 34 ſo much as renew'd? Was it 
| not the particular Buſineſs of both thoſe Sy- 
. * , nods, conſider'd as form'd Parties warmly 
purſuing their Reſentments, to ruine 
Athanaſius, and reſtore Arius? Tis ob- 
vious, that Matters of Faith were no other- 
vid. Soz. wife Hncerned, than as an ambiguous For- 
2-427: mulary of it, dran up by the Perſured Ax ius, 
x was approved of by the. profeſſed Enemies 
| of Athanaſias, 
White we on then to = third ny Mr. 
3 iſton appeals to by way of Ballance; 
— namely, that of Conſtantinople, which we are 
131. 20t,afſured, was occaſion'd by Athanaſius's appli- 
222 cation to Conſtantine, upon his Condemnati- 
on by the Council of Tyre, that he might not 
be ruin'd by the Malice of his Enemies, but 
might be allow'd a fair and impartial Hear- 
vid. Soz. ing of his Cauſe, In which requelt as he 
 2.c-25. Was gratified by the Emperor, Orders were 
ſent to the Synod then at Jeruſalem to come i 
and juſtify their Proceedings againſt Athana- 
3 | ſins. 7 


. 


8 


e 
it 


(023) 
ſis. The greater part, we are told, decli- 
ned appearing at Con ſtantinople in vindi- 
cation of their Sentence, but Euſebius and a 
few of the chief of his Party went thither, y;4. $ocr. 
tis plain, under the Conſciouſneſs of Guilt, J. E. I. 1. 
ſince they entirely dropt the Old Story of ©3* 
Arſeniuss Hand, and the Euchariſtical Cup, 
and boldly accuſed Athanaſius of High- Trea- 
ſon before the Emperor, This was indeed 
a Maſter-piece of Villany, but which had no 
manner of relation to the Wicene Faith, but 
that of revenging themſelves on the great 
Defender of it. And accordingly they gain'd 
their Point; for this Accuſation made ſo 
ſtrong an impreſſion on the timorous Tem- 314. 
per of Conſtant ine, that he too eaſily gave 
Credit to it, and immediately Baniſhed Atha- 
naſius, tho? he ſtill retain'd his Faith: Which 
demonſtratively proves, that the Vicene Faith 
was not here concerned. After which, theſe 
triumphant Exſebians,joyn'd by a few Others, 
held a Synod at Conſtantinople, in which the 
Condemned and Depoled Marcellus of Ancyra, 
an intimate Friend of Athanaſius; and would 
have inſolently Celebrated the reception of 
Arias himſelf to the Communion of the pi4. Sor. 
Church, unleſs the Divine Vengeance had/: ?: ©-29- 
fallen upon that Incendiary in the Critical“ ?“ 


Juncture, and called him to a more impar- gocr. I. 1, 
tial and juſt Tribunal. c. 38. 


[ 


„%%; A 
I have the longer detain'd the Reader 
with this Hiſtorical account of Mr. Mhi/tozs 
Ballancing Councils, that he may the better 
judge whether they are fit to ſtand in Com- 
_ petition with the Great Council of Nice, in 
point of Authority ; as likewiſe whether 
their Decrees were directij againſt the Doctri. 
nal Determinations of the Nicene Council, or 
did principally, if not only, relate to parti- 
cular Perſons and Parties. The latter is the 
plain reſult of the fore-mention'd Facts, and 
conſequently Mr. Mhiſton's Rival-Councils 
are found too light upon the Ballance ; un- 
leſs he is reſolved to maintain a witty Para- 
dox, and boldly affert, that the *yo!s:oy was 
Condemned with Athanaſius; that the Per- 
ſonal Crimes he was accuſed of inferred the 
falſhood of his Doctrine, and his Baniſhment 
for High-Treaſon included a Confutation 
of that Faith, to which rhe Emperor .not- 
withſtanding this paſſionate Sentence, adhe- 
red to his dying Day. | | 

It is obſervable likewiſe on this occaſion, 
that theſe three Councils of Tyre, Jeruſalem, 
and Conſtantinople, which Mr. Whiſton ſol 
much boaſts of, and oppoſes to the ſingle one 
of Nice, ought in reality to be confider'd asf 
bur Oze Council; ſince it is evident that the 
whole Council of Tyre was Adjourned to Je- 
ruſalem, where (upon "occaſion of the Con- 
Avence to the Church's Dedication) havingl| 
incorporated ſome additional Members inf 
that 


E doubts not to give the preference to his 
| Balancing Councils, juſt now diſcourſed of, 
Jas compared with the Viceze Council, upon 


derate Character, when he fac in Judgment 


(25) 
that Synod, the chief Members of the Eaſe- 
bian Party in it were ſummon'd to Conſt an- 
tinople, Who, as has been before rcecited, 
wrought upon the Emperor's jealous Fears 
to that degree, as to procure the Baniſh- 
ment of Athanaſius, before they ſat Snadi- 
cally in that Place. After which, with a ſmall 
number added to them, the very ſame Per- 
ſons were the Inflruments of reſtoring Arius 

to Communion, and laid the Deſign of Tri- 
umphing, with him, over the Catholick 
Church. So that the Authority of Mr. 
Whiſton*s Three Councils is, in effect, melted 
down into that of Oze ; the principal Mem- 
bers of which carried on the ſame Deſign in 


Three different Places, whether ſeveral Ac- 


cidents had conſpired to bring them. 


It is very ſurprizing, that Mr. Mhiſton Second N- 
ply to Dre 


Allix, p.35 


account of the Partiality, Heats, and Haſt, 


that, as he aſſerts, were ſo notorious in the lat- 
ter. For any Perſon that has conſulted Ec- 


cleſiaftical Hiſtory, with a little more atten- 
tion than Mr. Mhiſton ſeems to have done, 
is able to Confute with eaſe ſo groundleſs a 
Calumny. All the Proceedings of the Three 


Councils againſt At hanaſius, ſeem to be no- 
thing elſe but one continued ſeries of a per- 


ſecuting implacable Rage. Even the Great 
Euſebius of Cæſarea quitted his mild and mo- 


at 


| at Tyre upon Athanaſius, and broke out into 
vid. Ath. an indecent Quarrel with the Egyptian Bi- 
. ſhops that appear'd in his Vindicarton: The 
Epiphan. Barbarities of the Hrian Commiſſioners in 
Heeres. 69. Eg ypt, in order to extort Confeſſions of the 
pretended Crimes of Athanaſius, were beyond 
all Example. In confutation of the Heats and 
Haſt that Mr. 1Whi/foz charges on the pro- 
ceedings of the Council of Vice, I refer: him 
to the unexceptionable "Teſtimonies of Con- 
ſtantine and his own admired Eaſebius of 
Cæſarea. The former of whom, who Per- 
ſonally Preſided in that Council, aſſures us, 
(a) © That every thing that could ſupply 
« matter of Controverſy, was accurately 
* Diſcuſſed and Examined, before the Nicene 
© Faith was agreed upon by common Con- 
& ſent. And the latter, whoſe Teſtimony 
Mr. Whiſton on all other occaſions would 
gladly acquieſce in, acquaints us, G) that 
8 the 


* 


— — — 


(2) Ex Conſtantini Epiſtol. de Syn. Nic. apud Fuſebium de 
vita Conſt antini, l. 3: c. 17. Edit. Valeſ _ 
"ATay]a Tis Teomuons Te]uynxer Ee do ος, "ayers s A 
Th Tevjov *woew 0:6 ariorxuos yuoun mes Tiv Tis evo 
TH ovugeviay tis eds Tegiy On. ws unden Er ee, 
Jy ovorey 1 TiGTWs &ngrsCn]uow vmorantedal. nr 

dem. in Epiſtol. ad Eccl. Alex. apad Socrar. H. E. 1.1, c. 9. 

Hatyx0n yew araila, x, dxcrCls; KEi]acra, d Ji 
an iCohiay n diy ovuas teipariy 44 . 

( * Ex Euſeb. Cæſar. Epift. ad Czar. Eccleſ. ap. Socr. 1 1. 
c. 8. 

d [mioral ovietoricaucy dur AE dbsEAHU . 7 
TW rare ö Hm Yu £% avseTaAoTOY Bulols xaTHALTAve WM 
Ne. ETgwTHITEUS TOY atev % Smxgiotts EvTevOey e 
Ihe, £Caoaniiy T5: 6 Ay 2h ,p Toy Yoni WM 
ror. Etquzſcquuntur ſub fnem Epiltele, , 


to {he Councy of Vice did not raſhlyand with- 

Bl © out due examination ſubſcribe the s , 

he Þ « and that there were various Queſtions- 

ny « and. Replies about the true. Senſe and 
he « Meaning of that Word; which was ſo ac-, 

nd (c curately weighed that he himſelf ſublcri- 

nd] & bed that Faith.” As for the firſt appearan- vii. ku. 
105 ces of Heat, they were ſoon allay'd by the ſe: Caf. 
im Prudence and. candor of the Emperour, as 3 
0N-* the ſame Eaſebius informs us. I. 2. 4. 13s 
of Bur fince Mr. Mhiſton is pleaſed to Object 

er⸗too great Haſt to the Nicene Council, in their 

Y Proceedings, and as an Inſtance of it to af. % 
ply ſert, That the doubtful Creed it eſtabliſh- Reh ro 
ely „ ed was done with ſo little Deliberation, 2“ Allir, 
% that it was Signed the very ſame Day that 

on the Council met, I ſhall fo far gratify Mr. 
nun- hiſton as to think this Circumſtance worthy 

uld of my Enquiry, and at the ſame time endea- 

hat vour to place it in a true Light. His Autho- id. 
the rity for this Aſſertion is that of the Learned 

—K Monfaucon, in his Life of Athanaſius. But I 
ad: ſhould have expected on this occaſion, that 

bſo great a pretender to Antiquity would not 

40 have condeſcended to Cite a Modern Writer, 
77: in juſtification of ſo great a Miſtake, but 

| would have derived all his Authorities, rela- 
4 ting to an antient Matter of Fact, immedi- 
ately from the Fountains themſelves. He 

'-E would then have been ſenſible of the Defetts 
„of Monfaucon's too comperflions account of 
dre the Micene Council in the fore-mention'd 
_ Life. 
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(28) 
aba Liſe. For that Writer has too, ſuperficially 
7.9. touched upon the ſeveral Diſputes that were 
vid. Socr, e vicus to the Determination of that Coun- 
. E. f. 1. cil, and all thoſe Debates about Ariuss Doc- 
c. 8. & trine, as well as about the zuetg i, as are im- 
— |plied in Eaſebius's acknowledgment of their 
J. 1. 6. 17 : 8 ; 
18, 19. accuracy, and the multiplied Queſtions and 
| Replies he mentions; a particular account of 
which we cannot now expect, ſince the Ori- 
ginal Acts of the Council of Nice are unhap- 
pily loſt, The 19th of Jane might indeed 
be the firſt and the laſt Synodical Seſſion, in 
the ſtrict Senſe of the Word, with reference 
to the drawing up the Niceme Creed. 
But this Conceſſion by no means excludes | 
the preparatory Debates of the Biſhops and 
Others upon the Rule of Faith, and Ari«s's 
particular Doctrine, for ſeveral Days toge- 
ther, before their final Determination on the 
19th of Jane. And that this is no Hypothe- 
ſis invented to folve a Difficulty, but un- 
doubted Matter of Fact, the Hiſtorians a- 
bove-Cited make very evident. It is not 
only impoſſible in the nature of the thing, 
that ſo many Diſputes could be held, Aries | 
examin'd and confuted, and the various Ex- 
plications of the i ⁰ conſider'd, within 
the narrow compaſs of ne Day; but it is 
clear, upon the Authority of Eaſebius 8 
A nl E that 


* 


(29) ol 
that the Biſhops (who ſeem before to have 
aſſembled at the Church in the previous De- 
bates) met in the Palace an the Day appointed 
to decide the Controverſies that had been agitated, 
The plain meaning of which is, that in the 
Deciſive Seſſion of the Council with reference 
to Arius, they waited on the Emperor at his 
Palace, and preſented him with the Reſult of 
all that that they had diſcuſſed and examined 
for ſeveral Days, and deliberately comprized 
their Determination in that Form drawn up 
by the famous Hoſius, which Las ſince been 
called the Nicene Creed. And that this is the 
true account of the deciſion of the Council of 


Nice, I have the Concurring Judgment of 
that Excellent Critick in Eccleſiaſtical Hiſto- 


ry, H. Valeſius; a Perſon of that Sagacity, via. ** 
and ſo very Converſant in Church - Anti- in 2 
quities, that I ſhall not ſcruple to prefer cut. J. 3. 


his Opinion in the preſent Caſe to that of c. 10. 


Monfaucon, tho* a very Learned Man, but 

that perhaps did not think himſelf oblig'd 

to give us all Particulars relating to the Wi- 

cene Council, whilſt he was engaged in 

Writing a Single Life. I hope what has now 

been ſaid may induce Mr. Whi/ton @ * 
| er 


** 
— 


* Ex Euſeb. de vita Conſtantini, 1. 3. c. 10. | 

Ex, & nuitgas cerdiigns Th c,, va iv yed 
A rhea. Tois dupioCnleuivors, Tagnv bra F G- | 
74M 40 it 901g 0 Th dura irs iu TH puch 
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der how raſhly he has accuſed the Wicen- 
Council of immoderate Heat and Haſt ; and 
I wiſh he would be ſo impartial, as to pay 
the ſame Reſpect to the Learned Monfaucor's 


Authority upon all other Occaſions in his 


Life, and Notes upon the Works, of the great 

Athanaſius. © MS? 
It ought likewiſe to be conſider'd in fa- 
vour of the Council of Vice, by way of In- 
ference from what has been already Diſ- 
courſed on occaſion of the foremention'd 
Arian Councils, that, as it was the Firſt 
General Council, the Doctrine it eſftabliſh'd 
was Decreed by Perſons call'd iadifferently 
from all parts of the Chriſtian World, very 
ſoon after the Diſpute aroſe, and before 
Men's Paſſions were univerſally inflamed ; 
and conſequently the Doctrine it ſelf muſt 
be pure and untainted with Prejudices, and 
derived in an immediate Channel from A- 
poſtolical Tradition, as founded on the 
written Word of God, without any Humane 
Sophiſtication. This muſt be allowed to be 
a vaſt Advantage, when we Conſider, that 
before the Councils of Tyre, Jeruſalem, and 
Conſtanſnople, tho they ſhould be thought to | 
be Three Diſtinct ones, deep Prejudices were 
imbibed, angry Parties were formed, Politi- 
cal Intereſts were mixed with Theological 
Enquiries, and Perſonal Reſentments were vi- 
olently aggravated, and implacably purſu'd. 
And, therefore, if it. were even e 
that 


(31) 

that Doctrinal as well as Perſonal Determi- 
nations had been made in thoſe ſucceeding - 
Synods in favour of Ariaziſm, it muſt high- 

ly Detract. from the Reverence due to thoſe 
Determinations, when we Conſider, that 
they came into the World under ſuch Diſ- 
advantages, as muſt be own'd to be far from 
being favourable to Truth and Impartia- 

yy lit 7 SOA, 95.5 
a If Mr. Whiſton was pleaſed to acknowledg rin. of The- 


1 | ſome Years ago, that “ he neither was, nor , - 
# | © pretended to be, Maſter of much Skill in 2. & 28. 
d ©& the Hiſtory of Learning; and that his 
/y | © own Studies and Inclinations had lain ano. 
y | © ther way. And! wiſh he had not given 
e = the World too much reaſon to apply what 
; he own'd in general of the Hiſtory of Learn- 
& irg, to his Knowledg of the Hiſtory of the 

BK Church of Chriit. But Ignorance is a more 
innocent Charge than the Ixſincerity he has 
betray'd on ſeveral Occaſpns, and particu- 
larly in what he mentions next in his Reply, gene, 
which ſhall now come under immediate Dr. All. 
Examination. P. 35. 

The Reflecter on Mr. Whiſton's Conduct jg, 12. 

had ventur'd to aſſert, That Mr. Whiſton 
was inſincere, in declaring that it was never 
his Intention to revive the Arian' Herely, 2 0 4. 
as it was condemn d by the Council of Nice. ;. 2 
For the proof of which Aſſertion having 
collected the Remains of Arias, and his im- 


mediate Followers, that were wrote before 
| the 


3 ts | ? N with Mr. Whiſton's Propoſitions of Faith, he 
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the Council of Nice, and coripar'd them 


made it evident to all the World, that there 
is an exact agreement between the Doctrine 
of Arias and Mr. Whifton ; which was the 


thing denied in expreſs Terms by Mr. Whiſtos. 


The Refleter likewiſe had ſhewn, that tho? 


Refie8. . Mr. Whiſton pretended to be only a Mode- 
15 16. ate Arian, yet he was (according to his 


D. 
36. our Author proceeds to prove, that I am 


own Confeſſion elſewhere) one that ſub- 
ſcribes the Eazomian Creed; which carried 
Arianiſm to that height, that the Moderate 
Arians of the Fourth Century refuſed Com- 
munion with the Eaxomiaz Party. And 
this fully appear'd from a Compariſon of 
Mr. Whiftow's Propoſitions of Faith with Eu- 
nomias's — it ſelf. To all which, 
Mr. Whiftoz thinks fit thus to Reply, Then 


& one of the Heretical Arians; nay, that I 


am an Eunomian, or moſt compleat Ari- 


& Au. Pray, Sir, Wbat is all this to the Pur- 


„ poſe?— Whence he goes on to own 


himſelf an Arian, even of the Eunomian kind. 
I refer the Reader to his own Words, that 
I may not be tedious in-Tranſcribing him. 
Now that this Anſwer of his is an elabo- 
rate Miſrepreſentation, in order to Diſguiſe 
the Inſincerity that was prov'd upon him, 


is moſt clear and evident. For he muſt | 
needs be ſenſible, that the Reflecter did not 
Charge him with agreeing with Aris, or 

being | 


s., wp Ww 
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. 


| is any other than a Moderate Arian; it muſt 
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being an Eanomi an, without any farther View. 

His buſineſs was to evince from that ver 

Charge (the Truth of which is here con- Secondhe- 
feſs d) that Mr. Whiſtoz was guilty of great! 5. 35 
Inſiucerity, in declaring that he does not revive the 

Hereſy of Arius, as condemned by the Council of 
Nice; and that be is only a Moderate Arian, 

This therefore was to the purpoſe, tho? Mr. 
Mhiſton's Reply is far from being ſo. For if 

the RefleFer has plainly proved, by a particu- 

lar Collation, that Mr. Mhiſton's Doctrine 

agrees with that of Arias, tho? he pretends to | 
condemn it as Novel; and if he confeſſes he Len. to tbe 
is an Eunomian, tho? he elſewhere denies he E 3 5 
be granted, that Mr. Mhiſton has given a 
Prevaricating Anſwer, and has really ſaid on 

this occaſion nothing to the purpoſe, or what 

is Worſe: At the leaſt, he has been guilty 

of a plain ContradiQtion ; ſince it is im- 
poſſible he ſhould be a Moderate Arian and an 
Eunomian at the ſame time. For the Eunomi- 

ans aſſerted, that the Son is abſolutely Unlike 

to God the Father; and the Body of the Eu- 

ſebians or common Arians own'd that he is /ike 


to him; and therefore they refuſed to Com- 


municate with the Eunomians. This is well 
k. o to all that underſtand any thing of 


the Hiſtory of the 4th Century. The Con- 


fuſion, therefore, with which Mr. Hhiſton 
has treated of rwo Things fo very Diſtinct 
as Eunomianiſm and common Arianiſm , 

E (which 


% 
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(which he elſewhere ſtiles the Moderate kind) 


muſt either ariſe from his real Ignorance of 


Eccleſiaſtical Antiquity, or a deſign to im- 


Se? p. 45, 
and 45. 


Vid. Sor. 
H. E, I. 1 


poſe on his leſs skilful Readers. But I ra- 
ther inſiſt on my former Charge of 1»fince- 


cerity in this very Article, and am ſorry to 
find it ſo well proved by Mr. Mhiſton him- 
ſelf, with the additional guilt-of ſo evalive 
an KW.... YC 
Of which ſort of Behaviour, I wiſh Mr. 
Whiſton had not given us a new Inſtance, on 
this very Subject, in his late bold Account of the 
Proceedings of Convocation; in which to avoid 
the Nicene Anathema, as well as a Legal Cen- 
ſure founded on that of Nice, he Refines up- 
on his own Doctrine to that degree, as to de- 
clare he has not entirely denied the ( onſ ub ſtan- 
tiality of the Son, or fully affirmed that our Sa- 
viour was made-or Created by thi Father, name- 
ly, in that Senſe in which the Council of Nice 
eſtabliſhed the one and condemned the other. Ts 
not this a ſurprizing Conceſſion. from Mr. 
Whizton * What well-meaning Reader would 
not at firſt view believe, that Mr. 1/h:/ten is 
on a ſudden grown very Orthodox? But for Þ 
theProof of thishe refers us to his MS. Papers, 
and is pleaſed here to ſhelter himfelf from Þ 
the Legal Puniſhment of Hereſy, by the looſe Þ 
explications Of. the word z no, given by the 
Fathers of the Council of Nc? to the Heſita- 
ting Euſebius. But theſe looſe explications, as 
he calls them, really amount to no more than 


4 8. Chis, that the Co abſtantiality is not to be un- 
derſtood 


(35) 
derſtood in a Senſe taken from the Nature of 
Boay, or any of its Afections. So that I can- 
not ſee how he 1s at all * by thoſe Ne- 
gative Explications, tho he acknowledges he | 
4s not ſure but that the Conſabjiantial Doctrine On of 
114) be true in ſome tenſe or other. 67. * 
He is pleaſed like wiſe to add, that thoſe 
only are Anathematized by the Nictne Coun- 
cil, chat directly a firm, chat the Son is of an- 
ther SabHance and another. kſjence from the Fa- 
ther, which he # ſure he has no where done ia any 
of his Papers. But beſides that it is very evi- 
dent, that the Son mult neceſſarily be either 
of the / ame Subſtance with, or of azothir Sub- 
ſtance from, the Father; and that therefore 
there 1 is a ſtrict relation between the Son's be- 
ig conteſled in the Ni e Creed to be of the 
ame Subſtance with the Father, and being de- 
nied in the Appendix to it to be of another 
Subſtance from the Fatherahe maintainers of 
which laſt opinion are there Anathematized ; 
1 ſay, to paſs by this Connexion at preſent, 
what is more plain and obvious, than that Mr. 5 3 ref. 
Whiſton impoſes here very groſly on his Reader, Sec 
whom he had more than once acquainted bes * 9-36 
fore, that he is an Eunomian? And it has like- ITY 
wile been ſhewn Mr. Hiſton belore, that the 
Eu vomi an Creed diſt inguiſhed itſelf by decla- 
ring, that the Son is abſolutely Vie to God 
the Father, who neither communicated his 
Lon Efence or Subſtance to him, nor begot 
Wi: « him according to it. Tis evident therefore 
that according to the Eunomean Confeſſion of 
; | Faith, 


Ibid. p. 46. 


- ET . 
Faith, ſubſcribed to by Mr. Whifton, the Son 
is oſ another Eſſence or Subſtance from the Fa- 
ther; and that conſequently Mr. Hhiſton has 
incurred the NVicene Anathema, not withſtand- 
ing all his artful Evaſions. And it is not my 
Buſineſs here to puſh this Matter any farther 
than the Vicene Anathema; but I very wiiling- 
ly leave the Connection between that Anathema 
and egal Hereſy to the conſideration ot Mr. 

VVhiſton's Superiours. 
Preceed. As to the other part of Mr. Whiſtor's 
| 4 323 ſtrange Aſſertion, namely, that he has not 
fully affirmed that our Saviour was made or Cre- 

* 6 
ated in that Senſe wherein the Council of Nice 
condemned that Propoſition, he appeals to Alexan- 
der (Biſbop of AlexandriaYs Circular Letter, 
and Euſebius's Letter to his Dioceſe, to deter- 
mine in whatSenſe the words Create andCrea- 
ture were rejected by it; namely, that they 
| were rejected -upon a ſuppoſition that the 
Vid. Followers of Arias uſed thoſe words, 
in the very /ame Senſe, of the Son of 
God and of inferiour Creatures. Now, not to 
inſiſt upon the abſurdity of Mr. V/hiſtor's 
quoting the Circular Letter of Alexander, 
which was wrote before the Nicene Council, 
to determine in what Senſe the words Crea- 
ate and Creature were Condemned by the ſab- 
ſequent Council of Mice, nor to d well upon the 
vil Euſeb. Sophiſtry of Euſebius (in his forementioned 
Eviſt. apud Letter) in order to eſcape the Vicene Anathema, 
1 by that notable Oiſtinction berwen imhmedi- 
ate and mediate Creation by God the Father, 
0 | namely, 
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namely, that the former is peculiar to the Son 
of Got, and the latter belongs in common to 
the reſt of the Creation wrought by the 
Son, as the Mediate inſtrument of God the 
Father; I fay, to pals by theſe weak and 


precarious Authorities, *tis very evident, 


there is no Foundation for any ſuch Diſtinct- 
on in the Nicene Creed, eit her in the Body 
of it, or the annex'd Anathema; and that in 
both the words role and *, Made and 
Created, are uſed at large, and in their gene- 
ral and plain acceptation. Nor indeed is at 
all material, whether God the Father Created 
his Son immediately, and the reſt of the 
World mediately by him; ſince as both are 
ultimately ſuppoſed to be produced by the 


ſole Power of the All- mighty Father, they 


are ſuppoſed to be equally C features, and 
equally his Creatures, in the /aſt reſort. For 
whether that Power be conſider'd as commu- 
nicated or not, does not alter the Cale, ſince 
it is God the Fathers Power that Acts upon 
each Suppoſition. And if ſo, Euſebius's and 


Mr. Whifton?s Diſtinction of Creatures is 


weak and trifling, tho? uſed by both on the 
| fame occaſion, namely, to ward off the Mi- 
| cene Anathema. 

I will only add on this occaſion one Re- 
mark on the other Reaſon offer'd by Mr. 
* Whiſton to ſhew, that the Council of Nice aid 


vot mean to Deny that Chriſt was Created by Proc. f 


3 God, namely, that Athanaſi 45 and the reſt 
"i of 


Conv. p. 4. 
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of the Church antiently applied the known 
Words of Solomon, EAT ue, Cc. He createa 
aus, to the Logos, the living Wiſdom of God. 
To which J ſhall briefly Reply, that, without 
diſputing at preſent with what propriety this 
Expreſſion was applied to our Saviour, the 
Septuagint-Verſion mult be here allow'd not 
to be agreeable to the Hebrew. Text, if we 
may depend not only on the moſt eminent 
Hebrew Criticks among the Moderns, (whoſe 
Judgment no doubt will be deſpiſed by Mr. 
Whiſton) but on the Ancient Greek Traaſla- 
tions of Aquila, Symmachus, and I heodot ion, 
Who Concurred in rendring that Paſſage by 


| Prov. Co 8. 
V. 22. 


er,, poſſeſſed, asWe do at preſent. That 
1. Is, in St. John's Phraſe, in the Beginning the Þ 
. Word was with God, And therefore ſince þ 


there is ſo ſmall a Difference between the 
Word now in the Septuagint {194 and Edjnar 
or rather ziehe, it is highly probable that 


this little Variation was made very early in | 


Tranſcribing the Septuagint; as the Learned 


yid. Cl, Dr. Grabe has ſhewn teveral others were 


. 1, before the Age of Origen, and fo before the 


witiis, Council of. Nice. And Mr. H hijton knows | 
LXX. 1%; very well how few of the Fathers were ca- 


terpretum, 


Oxon, pable of recurring to the Original Hebrew Þ 
1710. Text, and indeed how almoſt all of them 
in fact acquieſced in the Tranſlation of the 


Septaag int, corrupt as it was at that time. 


Having thus thewn the Weaknels of Mr. 
Whijtoa's Object ions againſt the true and 
; genuine 


-” AM. at 13 
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e 
genuine meaning of the Word quer,, Crea. 
ted, as Anathematiz'd by the Council of 
Nice, I ſhall not here enter inte a profeſſed 
Vindication of any unguarded Expreſſions of 
particular Fathers before the Council of Nice, 27% of _ 
fince it is not only foreign to my preſent "#7 
Deſign, but becauſe it has been already 
proved in Biſhop Bull's elaborate Work, that 
the Ante-Nicene Fathers us'd thoſe harſher 
Expreſſions in an Orthodox Senſe ; and be- 
cauſe upon the Publication of Mr. Mhiſton's 
Collection of Primitive Teſtimonies, that 
Matter will, no doubt, be again placed in 


a clear irreſiſtible Light. 


And upon my return to Mr. Mhiſton's 


7 Reply to the Reflecter, from which I have 
; willingly Deviated in Vindication of the 


Superiour Authority and avow'd Senſe of the 
Council of Nice from Mr. Whiſtons lateſt Second Reps 
Objections, I think my ſelf oblig'd to take 10 P.. Al. 


notice of what he is pleas d to add about the 7. 
| Apoſtolical Conſtitutions. © 


He has thought fit to inſinuate, that the 


| beſt part of what the Reſlecter has ſaid 
about the Conſtitutions is taken from Dr. 1;1. 


Alix. The Reflecter, indeed, found him- 


ſelf oblig'd to repeat that Learned Writer's K. p. 20. 
Argument againſt them, in order to ſhew 

the Weakneſs of Mr. I Hiſton's Anſwer to 
his Objection. But can Mr. H hiſton be fo 
* Unjuſt as to affert, .that the Reflecter has | 


id. 
not Puſhed that Matter farther? Has he not 22, 23. 


Parti- 


| ( 40 ) 
particularly reply'd to Mr. Whifton's An- 
{wer, and ſhewn the inſufficiency of it ; 
not from Dr. Alliæ, but Epiphanius him- 
ſelf, from the former of whom, however, 
that Author will ever be ready to learn? 
But it is certainly much eaſier to paſs over 
whole Pages untouch'd; and with a Super- 
cilious Silence, than to Anſwer the Autho- 
rity of Epiphanius, that is really agaiz5t the 
Conſtitutions, tho appealed to in their fa- 
vour by Mr. Hhiſton; or to Determine 
plainly, in what Senſe, either of better Teſti- 
monies, or of a higher Degree of Inſpirati- 
on, the Conſtitutions are ſtiled by Mr. H hi- 
ſton, the moſt Sacred Part of the Holy Scrip- | 
ture. Mr. Mhiſton has therefore, here of- 
fended againſt the firſt and great Rule of 
Controverſy, by neglecting to Define Am- 
biguous Words. And, upon his Occaſion, 
I will deſire the Favour of him to recolle& 
what he once acknowledg'd upon another, 
namely, that ſtudied Evaſions are but too of- 


See Find, ten. made to paſs for Anſwers to the ſbrewdeſt 
of bis Theo- Object ions . | 


Second Rep, 
P. 36, 37» 


Mr. Whiſton has here added nothing New 
about the Conſtitutions but his aſſertion that 
he does not depend upon mere gueſſes for the Cor- 
rect ion of the Doxolog ies contained in them. But 
till he has produced ſome other Authorities 
than Conjectures, he has no reaſon to be An- 
gry with thoſe that can meet with no other 
in the Books he has yet Publiſhed ; trom | 

which 
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which alone, and not from his Uncommu- 
nicated MS. Papers, his Adverſaries pre- 
tend to argue againſt him. When Mr. Mi- 
{on ſhall have Publiſhed his Treatiſe on the 
Conſtitations, it will be time enough to con- 
ſidet his particular Authorities, and whether 
they are ſtrong enough to ſupport the Weight 
of ſo Uncommon a Confidence. And, indeed, a 
Speedy Publication of them were to be wiſh- 
ed for, if there were the leaſt foundation for M r. 
Ws Sanguine Aſſertion, that the Original ſa- 2 
cred Books of Chriſtianity that he has Diſcover d. p. 31. 
are ſufficient to put a mighty ſtop, if not a final 
end, to all our Diſpates, and all our Diſoraers, 
and all our Diviſions, and all our Impieties alſo, 
I pray God, they may not produce a quite 
# Contrary Effect! In the mean time I am 
very glad to find, that Mr. Mhiſton after all 
his fluctuations of Thought and Variety of 
Sentiments, here acknowledged by himſelf, is „% K. 
at laſt fixed in his Opinion of the Sacredue/s of py p. 37. - 
the Conſtitutions 5/ Since as Arch-Biſhop Til- 
| lotſon {aid of Tranſubſtantiation with regard 
to Popery, the ſtreſs that is laid on the moſt 
Sacred Authority of the Conſtitutions will be a 
Mill-ſtone about the Neck of Mr. Mhiſton's 
Cauſe, and fink it for ever. And the amaz- 
ing height to which Mr. II hiſton has lately , 5%. of 
raiſed their Authority, is a Confirmation of coyvoc. 
my Opinion; for he now owns publickly, P. 103. 
what cannot be repeated without indignati- 
on by every good Chriſtian, that be _ 
ENF Be. 7 
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the Conſtitutions in their account of our Saviours 
| Paſſion, to be more Anthentick and Exact thay 
- four Goſpels themſelves, and thit the preſtne 
Copies of the Goſpels are rather to be Corretted 
by them than the Contrary. Good God]! How 
boundleſs a thing is Error! Whither will 
not the Violence of Prejudices and an irre- 
gular imagination tranſport Men that have 
once deviated from the right way! Let Mr. 
Mhiſton look back upon his mer Self, and 
Conſider from whence he is fallen! Would 
it not a few Years ago have ſhocked him, and 
ſounded ſomewhat like Prophaneſs and 
Libertiniſm it ſelf, that the bar Origizal Goſ- 
pels ought to be Corrected, info important 
a Point as that of our Saviours Paſibon, by 
the accounts of a Book that is conſidered by 
the Chriſtian Church as of an Uncertain Ori- 
ginal and Dabioas Credit; as well as acknow- 
2, Pref: ledged by Mr. Whiſton hienſelfto be Corrwpr- 
F . e in many places, to have ſeveral intefpola- 
tions, and whoſe Original Readings are even 
yet to be Reſtored ! This is ſo very Extrava- 
ant and abſurd, that on this occaſion it is 
impoſſible to forbear thinking on Hazaels Ex- 
Vue. prefſon of aAſtoniſhment; Is thy ſervent aDog 
hut he ſhould do this great thing? But Tally Þ 
underitood humane Nature very well, 
ben he made ſo good a Judgment as that, 
u On ſemitl Verecundiæ fines tranſierit, eum t 
bene & naviter oportet eſſe inpudentem. | 
Words, of too much energy, as well as roo | 
0 pertinent 


1 
by 
* 


| Goſpel (that is, near balf that Goſpel,) are 


(43) 
pertinent, to he put into Exgliſß. But this 
naturally leads me to the conſideration of 
what Mr. H hiſton offers about his Harmony 


of the Goſpels, upon which the Reflefter had 


Animadverted. | 


k 


That Writer, with his uſual freedom, had . 5.24 
accuſed Mr. Mhiſton of Mangling St. Mat- 


then's Goſpel, and introducing Confuſion into 
all the reſt under the notion of Harmonizing 


them; and added, that for ſeveral Errors of 


that kind Mr. Whiſton had been juſtly Chaſtiſed 


by a Venerable Prelate, with whom he had 
formerly the honour of Correſponding. To 
which Mr. H/h:i/fon Replies, that this Charge 
is very Unfair, and utterly graundleſs, and that S Nep. 


bis Lordſhip had zever imputed am Crime of, 38d. 


that nature to him. Let us therefore Exa. 
mine this Matter a little farther, Has not 
Mr. Mhiſton in point of Fact maintained, that 
the firſt Ihirteen Chapters of St. Matthew's 


See Har- 


1Diſlocated, placed wrong, and in a ſtate , i:te 


of the greatelt Confuſion? Is not this Para- Goſpe1s, p. 


| dox likewiſe ſupported by a few fantaſtical *** XC, 
| Reaſons of his own, without once pretending 


to recur to any antient MSS. of the Original 


= Goſpels, or the earlieſt Tranſlations of them, 
„to favour his Pretenſions? Has he not alſo 
actually thrown into the greateſt Diforder 


the whole Hiſtory of our Saviour's Paſſian 
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and Death, in «ll the four Goſpels ? And can 74. p. 


Mr. Whiſton Deny, that the moſt Learned 388.8. 
| F 2 Biſhop 235 


__ 
* Biſbop of Worceſter has Chaſtiſed him for the 
liberties he has uſed on that occaſion? Mr. Þ} | 
Whiſton may, if he pleaſes, Deny all this; 1 
but I ſhall ſtill take the liberty to affirm, that 
as every one, by peruſal of Mr. Mhiſton's :. 
Harmony, may * himſelf of the truth of 
the firſt part of the Charge againſt Mr. A. 
ſton, namely, his throwing ſo great a part of St. 
Matthew's Goſpel, and the Hiſtory of the Paſſi- pt | 
on and Death of our Lord in all the four G- 
pels, into great and unaccountable Diſorder; 1 
ſo I have ſeen ſome Unpubliſhed Papers, ſent « 
by the fore-mentioned Prelate to Mr. hi- 
ſon that Reflect very highly upon his Errors 
about the lat Paſſover and Death of Chriſt, | | 
in his Harmony' of the Goſpels, and particu- | 
larly that pernicious one of placing the Death Þ 1 
ges 272, Of Chriſt on a different Day from that of the Þ 1 
Pref. p. a3. true Jewiſh Paſſover. For which laſt Cor- 
| rection I have alſo an Unexceptionable Te- 
ſtimony, namely, that of Mr. Mhiſton him- « 
ſelf. That learned Biſhop very juſtly thinks 
it a matter of no {mall Conſequence, that“? 
Chriſt, the true Paſchal Lamb, be believ'd Þ ( 
to Die on the undoubred Day of the Jewiſh « 
Paſſover, namely, the 14th of Ni/az ; Where 
as Mr. Whiſton pretends that he was Cru-Þ + 
cify'd on the 15th. An Error, therefore,, | 
lid. ſtiled pernicious, ſince it affects the Sacri- 1 
fice of Chriſt for the Sins of the World, as 
| it put an end to the Legal Sacrifices at a 
AB certain Period fixed by Ancient _—_— 11 
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(45) 
And that my Lord of Morceſter Corrected 
many of Mr. Mhiſton's Errors of this kind, 
I have a Demonſtration now lying before 
me; I mean, his Lordſhip's own Harmony of 
the Goſpels, from March 28th to April 5th 
A. D. 33. together with Mr. NM hiſton“s 
Miſtakes in the Chronology of that Period 
put down in another Column by his Lord- 
ſhip, and at the ſame time Confuted by him. 
And it is to be hop'd, that the moſt Learned 
Biſhop will ſometime or other communi- 
cate to the Publick, not only his very Har- 
mony of the Hiſtory of the Paſſion and Death 
of our Lord, wrote in dire oppoſition to 
Mr. Mhiſton's Diſlocat ions, but likewiſe what 
be has prepar'd upon the whole Hiſtory of 
fche Life of our Bleſſed Saviour, Recotded 
ia all the Four Goſpels. The World will 
always acquieſce, with the profoundeſt Re- 
verence, in the Judgment of that Illuftri- 
| ous Chronologer; but Men are not yet 
convinced, that Mr. Mhiſton has Abilities 
or Authority enough to Model the Old 
| Goſpels as he pleaſes, or to impoſe a New 
one upon the Chriſtian Church. Mr. Whi- 
| ſton has, indeed, made ufe of a very pro- 
per Word, when he expreſſed his ſuppoſed 
, Þ Diſorders of the Evangeliſts by the Name of 
Diſſocatious; ſince they as much weakenand @ 
5|Þ deform the Body of Evangelical Hiſtory, ;, B.. XT 
as Diſlocations do the Body Natural. Other 7. 38. 
. = Examiners of the ſacred Hiſtory have allow'd 
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(46) 

of a: few Tranſpoſitions and Variations, 
occaſion'd by the Negligence and Miſtakes 
of Tranſcribers; but Mr. Hhiſton's Diſloca- 
tions. affect the Evangelical Hiſtory, in its 
meſt important Parts, and deprive it even 
of that Common Providence which (accord- 
ing to him,) has exerted it ſelf more Hfectu. 
ally in its Care and Preſervation of Prophane 
Authors. The Vehemence of Mr. Mobi. 
ſton's Temper has, no doubt, tranſported 
him beyond the proper uſe of the ſeveral 


Hints, both in Divinity and Philoſophy, that 


he has received from two Great and Learn- 


ed Men; on which his Works have been | 
chiefly founded, excepting what he has 
Tranſcribd from Mr. Mede. But the Abuſe 
of thoſe Hints is by no means to be imputed 
to the Charitable Authors of them, The 
groſs Detects of his Explication of the Deluge 
by a Comet are no more guarded by the Au- 


thority of, than they are an Aſperſion upon, 


the great Promoter of the Cometical Aſtrono- 
my; ſince Mr. Myhiſton's Errors ariſe either 
from a Miſapplication of the beſt and truelt Þ 
Syſtem of Philoſophy, or are falſe Inferences Þ 
from it. So likewiſe it by no means follows, 
that becauſe ſome Errors have gradually crept F 
into ſeveral Numbers in ſome parts of the Hi- 
ſtory of the Old Teſtament, or that we meet 
_with Tranſpoſitions of a few Paſſages in the 
antient Prophets, therefore ſuch monſtrous F 
Diſlocations of the Evangelical Hiſtory are . 

6 | 


bs * 


(#7) 

be admitted as Mr. Whiſton's ſruitful Imagi- 
„nation has advanced. If the Goſpels have 
been treated with ſuch groſs Negligence from 
the very beginning of Chriſtianity, and their 
Mutual Repugnances in order of Time are 
now to be reconciled by the mere Fancy of 
Men, without any regard to antient Autho- 
rities, Scepticiſm no doubt will be favour'd 
with a more plauſible Plea than ever, and 
the Reverence due to the Sacred Text, thus 
rendred precarious, will ſuffer no little Di- 

| minution. * 1 008 
And upon this occaſion I cannot but ob- 
ſerve how Mr. Whiſton and other Compilers 
of Harmonies run into Extreams. Tis evi- 
dent, that moſt of our Lord's Diſcourſes that 
are recorded in the Goſpels were Occaſional ; 
and therefore it is not improbable that many 
Jof them were wrote in no exact Method, but 
in the ſame Occaſional way as they were firſt 
Delivered. And as for ſeveral of the Nota- 
tions of Time expreſſed in them, ſuch as the 
| words then, after thoſe Days, and the like, it 
appears vpon a Collation of many Paſſages, 
that thoſe Expreſſions were uſed with great 
| latitude, There is 'tis true, a Reſemblance 
between the the Doctrines and Miracles of 
our Saviour at very different Times and 
Places; but there is no occaſion for reducing 
the correſponding Doctrines and Miracles to 
the ſame Time and Place, after the Method 
of Modern Harmonies, ſince our Lord 
- 


; (48) : 
be-fuppoſed to have the ſame ſett of Doctrines 
to deliver occaſionally, and to perform Mi- 
racles (in confirmation of his Meſſiahſhip) 
which tho? wrought at different Times and 
Places as occaſion was given, may appear ex- 
tremely like to one another. But Mr. HM hi. 

ſton has carried this point too far. Upon a 
miſtaken ſuppoſition of the order of Time 
being always obſerved with the greateſt ex- 


See Him. actneſs by the Evangeliſts, he found himſelf 


of theGoſps 


5. 124. 


obliged to make almoſt every thing Double 


127, 130, in the Goſpels. He has therefore maintain'd, 
131, &c. that there were to Diſtinct Deſcentsof the Hol 


Pd 


mers ter deſtruction of all Types)he has endeavour'd 


14, Kc. to reduce to a ſing/e Senſe. This is a me- 
thod of Harmonig ing that ſeems highly pre- 


Second 


Ghoſt, tuo Miniſtries of Chriſt, namely, a pri. 
vate and a publick one, two different Callings of 
the ſame A poſtles, two arivingsof the Traders oat of 
the Temple, two deliveries of the Lord's Prayer, 
and almoſt every thing elſe; excepting the Pro- 
phec ies cited in the Goſpels, which (to the ut- 


poſterous and unnatural ; tho Mr. V hbiſton 
has thought it neceſſary, in order to avoid a 


little irregularity in the Relation, or rather a 
Variety of Circumſtances in different Wri- 


ters, who may fairly be preſumed to Chooſe 
ſome and Omit others. 3 7 
But I ſhall add no more on this occaſion, 


fince Mr. Whiſtez will allow no body the] 


Rep. 0 P. Privilege of Examining any thing but hie- 


All. p. 


2% ſelf; he having formed {o contempuble a noti- 
on 


r 
on of the implicite Faith of his Adverſaries, 

as in compariſon of them even to Careſs the 

Heiſts themſelves, whom he has Celebrated 

as Men of great Probity ; a Charactar he has 
thought fit to Deny to thoſe profeſs'd Divines 3 
that have dppoled the Progreſs of his ill O- p. 59. 
pinions. But as the Reflecter on his Conduct bid. 
has had a large ſhare of petulant and re- H. 
proachfull language beſtow'd upon him, ſo 

is he very well pleaſed with ſuffering in ſo'5ccord 
much good Company as both Houſes of Con. 57 Alix, 
vocation, who are by Mr. Whiſton accuſed of 5. 2. 3. 
3 even in the Hiſtory of General Coun- &. 
ils; and as Men that have rejected true Chriſ- — £ 
tianity, both Biſhops and Presbyters are Ci- 35, 35,60, 
ted to the Jadement-Seat of Chriſt. Howe: , &c. 
ver, to ſhew Mr. VI hiſton that Others have, — 
Studied the Harmony of the Holy Scriptures "_ 
as well as himſelf, I will for once Aſſume fo 
far as to be his Inſtructer; I mean, I will 


" Þ take the liberty to refer him to the belt Com- 


piler yet extant of the Harmony of the Goſ- 
pels; the learned Monſieur Toy nard; who, 


| tho? he publiſhed his elaborate Harmony of 


che Goſpels at Paris in 1707, as the reſult of 


many Years ſevere Study, is not taken notice 
of by Mr. W. in his very Defective Catalogue 
of a Theological Library publiſhed in 1709, 


and muſt therefore be preſumed to be Un- 


known to him. I do not pretend to fay that 
Toynard has, after all his learned labour, car- 
ried that Work to abſolute perfection, — 
995 © ther 


n 

ther will Lexcuſe 68 miſtakes that may poſ-. 
Hy Seve, it; but that Author will cer- 
rainly fer Mr. Whifon right, in ſererah re- 
pects, and particularly as to the time of the 


Paſſion and yu 15 our Bleſſed Saviour,, of, 


See Second 


Rep. to Ur. 


Alix. p. 
38. 


C 


Ibid.” 


which, with reference to Mr. Wl; 9ifton, we, 
have treated before: So that notwithſtand-. 
ing Mr. Whi{ton's injurious Treatment of Di- 
vines, and thy approbation he has given to 
an Atheiſtical reflection upon that Order, as 
contra - diſtinguiſhed from Ph:{oſophers, and 


as Men that only believe without Examina- 
tion, I doubt not hut the World will readi- 


ly agree with Mr, Whiſton that -le cannot be 


properly ranked under either Denomination; 
ſince he is no more a jaſt Examiner than a 


Ibid. 
Þ 39. 


true Believer. And thereforcan anſwer to all 


. 


been equally the Original of Madneſs. and of | 


{ion of the Charge of a groſs Cyntraaidtion in 

Chronology. He..had formerly placed the 

Apoſtolical Caaons ar the, end of the 

&f p. 25. ſecond Century; and yet aſſerted that the 

Apocalypſe, written A. D. 96. was wrote after 

the 85th of thoſe Canons. Now, by What 
; | Art 


* 


Art does Mr. 
of à Contradiſcr jun? Why, JN bp 4 wh railing 
- i 


Second 
1 the Rep. to Dr, 


benefit of which he hopes to es Ht 
acknowledges. that der) one that compares 


re 


(51) 


Whiſton avoid the impuration 


a Miſt before his Reader's 


things as they her barely lie before him, maſt 
yeaatly ſuppoſe that © he is truly guilty ef 4 


groſs Contrudict ion: But that in l it is 


Soy fo. And the Reaſon' he offers is, becauſe 
be knew from certain Characters in that $<th 
Canon, that it was made % e Apoſtles them. 


Allix, p. 
39+ 


bid. 


ſeives before th nie of the Apocalypſe. Here, 


T confe(s, Jam at a lofs to Perermine, whe- 


ther bis Acker be more inſincere than 


weak and fuperficial.* For it really amounts 
to this, that tho' he aſſig ted the end of the 
Second Centuty to the” Apoſtdlical Canons 
in his Writings Cited on this occaſion, yet 


was made A the Apoſtles before the end 
of the Fitſt Century, ad before the Apoca- 
Hpſe it felf was Wrote. That is, Mr. hi- 
ſton Wrote one thing in his Book, and be- 


lieved at the fame time himſelf What was 


Contradifory to it. But if he thinks fit 


to eſcape à Contradiction at the expence 
| of his Sincerity, I ſhall not think fit to 
a purſue him. 


In the next Paragraph Mr. Whiſton 


| makes ſuch plentiful Canceſſions of his own 


ill breeding in Publiſhing private Converſa- & 
G 2 ions 


the: knew all the while in his own Mind 
that one of thoſe Canons, namely the 85th 
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(52) 
tions and Letters without leeve firſ} obtained, 
that nothing remains for me to Reply to on 
that Article, but what he has inſinuated 
about his Converſation with Dr. Grabe on 
the Subject of the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions. 


Theſe are the Words of the Meek and 


Charitable Mr. V hiſton: Nor ſhall. ] at all 


Value his intimation, that Dr. Grabe's Account 
of the fore-mention's Conference contradicts 


mine, till I ſee it under Dr. Grabe's Hand. 
He is too honeft a Man to ſay ſo. But theſe 
are Words too ſignificant to be Diſmiſſed 
without a ſtrifture upon them. As I am 
much oblig'd to Mr. Whiſton for. an Opi- 
nion of me that I am not Conſcious of 
Deſerving, ſo am I very well pleaſed that 
I have an Opportunity of Vindicating my 
Self from the Malice of his Inſinuation. I 


N L. p. had reflected on Mr. Mhiſton's Sincerity, in 


38, & 39. miſrepreſenting Dr. Grabe's Converſation 


with him ahout the Conſtitut ions, as contra- 


See Hiſt. ry to Mr. Wilkins's Account of the ſame, as 


Pref. P 


52. 


See Dr. 


Grabes 


well as. what Dr. Grabe has himſelf given 
upon all Occaſions. c. Wilkins's Account 
is publiſhed by Mr. Whi/ton : And it is now 
like wiſe ander the Hana of Dr. Grabe him- 
ſelf, that Mr, Mhiſton has miſrepreſented his 
Scnſe of the Conſtitutions, as deliver'd in 
tha: Converſation. I ſball therefore here 
Tranſcribe ſo very important a Paſſage as 
the following one, from a late Treatiſe to Þ 
Which Dr. Grabe has prefixed his Name. 

FV 
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Aſter that Learned Gentleman has aſſared the Ibid. 5. 25 
World in all ſincerity, that he has not alter'd his "OO 
Sentiments about the Clementine Conſtitutions, 
which were different from thoſe of Mr. Whi- 

ſton Thirteen Tears ago; 1. e. when be pub. 
liſb'd his Spicilegium ; and that he does ſtill 
firmly retain, and will, God willing, maintain 

the ſame; I fay, after this, and more to 14. 
the ſame purpoſe, Dr. Grabe has been plea- 

ſed to add theſe memorable Words: This 

« Declaration I am forced to make here 

“ publickly, becauſe Mr. Mhiſton has not 

* only by private Narratives, but moreover 

« by a printed Account of our private Con- 
te verſation on Michaelmaſs, Anno. 1709. in 
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Publick Juſtice both to himſelf, Mr. „il. See atfo P. 
kins, and Me; fo, no doubt, he will 


that I have ſince changed my Mind, and 
« am come, if not quite over, yet very 
| CC 


| ©. Conſtitutions, 


* his Hiſtorical Pretace, p. 53. Seqq. 61 9 
ple, 


ven great occaſion to ſeveral Peo 


© whom 1 do not converſe with, to think, 


near to His Sentiments about the ſaid 
Now as this is utterly 
falſe, ſo I could diſtinctly ſhew, how 
Mr. Whiſtos has ſtrangely miſtaken and 
miſrepreſented what I have ſpoken with 
him in the aforeſaid Converſation. But 
that is not my preſent Buſineſs; I re- 
ſerve this to the Preface of my Eſſay upon 
the often mention'd Clementine Conſtituti- 
ons, Thus as the worthy Doctor has done 
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( 54)) 

huis Promiſe good, if God gives him Life and 
Health, and will attack the Sacred Authori- 
ty of the Conſtitutions with the ſame ſucceſs 
de has very lately the Arabick Doctrine of the 
Apoſties. In which attempt, as he has en- 
tirely overthrown the very foundation of its 
Authority as laid by Mr. Y YVhi/ton, ſo has he 
ſufficiently expoſed Mr. Mihuſton for daring 

to put ſo ſhameful an Impoſture upon the 
Learned World, and eſtabliſhthe Szcreizeſs 

of a Book he had never once peruſed himſelf, 

or had interpreted to him, and therefore did 

not diſcover war verbatim the very ſame 

5:e like- With the greater part of the Clementine Con- 
wiſe Mr. ſtitutions. Such à Mortification as this, if 
his duly improved, is certainly ſufficient to teach 
Dr.Grabe's Mr. Whiſton himſelf a little Hamilit . 


Eh. , The Refletter on Mr. Mhiſtow had likewiſe 


paſſim. . . . | 131 5 >3 
See Ref. charged him, upon ſuch Authorities as 


p. 30,5 are ready to be exhibited! on all propet 
21 Occaſions, with ſeveral © Shuffles in Con- 
derſation; one of which he has not ventu- 

red to Deny, tho? he ſpeaks with ambiguity 

See Second Enough about it in his late Auſer. The 
7-10” Charge was, that to avoid the Eternity of the 
Ul. 5. 41. . | c 
: Son of God, he denied there are any Expreſſions 
in. Scripture that aſcribe Eternity to God the 
Father; ſince the ſame Expr eſſions are ap- 

plied to both. Upon this he freely owns, that 

Bid. be believes the uſual Language of Scriptare, 
d dalovs 415 dave, OL my pivuy d, and £15 
ves divas TOY dvar, with the like, does not imply 

| 4 
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4 Schalaſtiek Eternity. But who ever af- 


firmed it did? Does not the Reflecter, in par- 
ticular, aſſert in expreſs words, that the 


« ſame Phraſes, founded on the Jewiſh Nos ger Ee. 
« tion of Eternity, are applied in common ox aur. w. 
&. to: both, 2. e. God the Father and the Son.“ 


With what Face therefore dares Mr. M hiſton 
here to Confaund two things ſo very diffe- 
rent, and ſo plainly diſtinguiſhed by the Re- 


fleter; namely, the Scholaſtick. and Jewiſh 


Notions of Eternity? I not only hen Di- 
flioguiſhed them by inſiſting only on the 
Jewiſþ Notion, but I will now Preſent Mr. 

hiſton with the Reaſon of that Diſtinction, 


to ſhew that the Son of God is declared; by 


the forementioned Sacred Dialect, to be Co- 
eternal with his Father. And it is this. That 
the Jewiſh Notion of Eternity is that of Un- 
philoſophical Men, who in the Infancy of 
Learning went back no farther in the con- 


ſideration of Eternity, than as a Being had 
Duration before the Viſible Scene of things 
| appeared, and ſo before all Ages, without 
troubling their Heads with. nice Refine- 
ments on Eternity à parte ante, and a parte poſt, 
in the Schola#ick Style. This will appear 


to be the Original of thoſe Phraſes, as imply- 
ing Eternity, to all thoſe that have uſed Mr. 


Lozk's Method of tracing their firſ# Ideas, 
and reflecting on the additions made gradu- 
| ally to them. But I do not fully compre- 


hend what Mr. b:/ton means by aſſerting, 
1 : that 


$-c. Rep. 
P. 41. 


95 


(56) 
that there will be no great harm in extending 
thoſe Phraſes farther in the Caſe of the Sapreme 
God; for if thoſe Phraſes are ufed abonr the 
Exiſtence of God in Holy Scripture, as they 


evidently are, they muſt neceſſarily be uſe in 


2 2 farther Senſe with relation to him, than 


157d. 


what Mr. Whiſton ſays they properly denote; 
namely, from the beginning of the VVorla to its 


final Concluſion; and no more, And when he 


foftly inſinuates that there will be no great 


harms in extending thoſe Phraſes farther in the 
Caſe of God, by the ambiguity of the Ex- 
pteſſion, L fear, Mr.. betrays ſomething worſe 
than mere Ignorance of the Primitive Dialect. 

With regard to what follows here a- 
bout lznatius's Epiſtles, as well as what he 


mention'd before about his laſt Enquiries, 


it is {uperfluous to ſay any thing more 
till Mr, Whiftor's larger Diſſertation on 
them is Publiſhed; to give ſome Spirit to 
his jejune imperfect Effay ; except that he 


. ar has on this Occaſion quoted the Reflcte- 


Sec. Rep, 
Þ: 41. 


falſely, who thus expreſſed himſelf, © That 
“Citations of the leſſer Epiſtles of Ignatius 
& have been ſhewn to be made by ſeveral 
& antient Fathers, and {lighted by Mr. Mhi- 
& ſton as alter d and abridged; whereas Mr. 
Whiſton in repeating this from the Reflecter 
has had the boldneſs to Subſtitute the words, 


later writers, in the room of the Reflecter's 


antient Fathers. Whatever affected ignorance 
of my meaning he may here pretend to, I 
| think 


ws ws wm hays ww H. A, wud r own my WW, ”\ i fo. ss ro 3d 2% ann 
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| he believe that he ever was one. And he adds, 


tm) 
think I fully underſtand his meaning on this. 
occaſion. ' But I willingly ſuſpend all farther 
Enquiry into that Matter at preſent, ſince 
Mr Whiſton is ſo very Sanguine as to pro- 
miſe the world, that if he is not able to deter- 
mine that Diſpute, he will not often pretend to do 
it in any parallel Caſe whatſoever. And this may 
poſſibly happen to promote the peace and quiet 
of the World, to which I would gladly Con- 
tribute upon all occaſions. I ſuſpect, howe- 
ver, the Event; fince I recollect that Mr. #if. Pref. 
Whiſton in a parallel Caſe, namely, his Diſco-# "5: 
very of the Doctrine of the Apoſtles in the A. 
rabick MSS. at Oxford, of which Dr. Grabe 
has given ſo good an account in hislate Eſſay, 
has uſed theſe very words, that he has there- 
by put an end to that Diſpute for ever. 


But todraw towards a Concluſion of this 


Vindication ; the Reflecter had animadverted 
on Mr. Whiſton for his jadicions Choice of Mr. _—_ . 
Emlin, the famous Socinian Preacher, formerly p. 3 . 34. 
Condemned for Blaſphemy in Ireland, to be bis 


Agent, and carry his Decent Meſſage to the Pro- 


| locutor, Upon which Mr. Whi/ton ſhews ſo 
little Command of his Paſſion, as to ſummon 
me to the great Tribunal for this ſuppoſed Ca- | 
lumny on his Friend Mr. Emlin, who, he Second geg. 


to Dr. All. 


ſays, to his knowledge is no Socinian; nor does 42. 


that 1 aſſert this great Untruth from common 


| Fame, the more ſecurely to impute Blaſpbeny to 


bim. Tis ſurprizing that a Perſon of Mr. 
H Whiſlon's 
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Mhiſton's Character could write all this ei- 
ther ſo Negligently, or fo. Uncharitably, 
whilſt he Appeals to the Da) bf Judgment, 
and. within a Page of his own 8 of St. 
Paul's Advice 20 put away all :bitterneſs, ani 
wrath, and anger, aud clamour, and evil-ſpeaks' 
ing, with al Mice, as 2 proper pee 
for thoſe that deal in Comrrovt7ſy : finceT' 
ſhall ſoon. male it appear” plain to all the 


World, that 1 had reaſon to ſtyle Mr. Elin 
' ie: # 3.3 IS 4 <>" . 181 1 #4 
_ -» Sociuian, ald to aſſert 'thar he was Con- 


demned for Blaſphemy in Ireland. And if fo, 
I ſhall leave the Reader ro Determine whar 
reſpect is due to the molt S mm Appeals of 
Mr. Wbiſton..Tconfefs T am no great Ftiend: 
to Appeals from the merits of the preſent Diſ- 
pute to the, Day of Judgment; which being 
remote and future, is by no'tnfans vom Deci- 
ſive of the Point in queſtion. But under all 


the awe and reverence. that are due to that 
great Tribunal, before which Mr. Hhiſtvn 


and I muſt equally appear, I ſhall now offer 
ſome Reaſons for my fore- mention'd Aſſer- 
tions about Mr. Elin; to whoſe Perſon as 
I am entiiely a ſtranger, and bear not the 
leaſt ill-will, ſo have I been not Unconver- 
ſant in his writings, as the Extract of them, 
neceſſary to, be ſubjoined in my own Vin- 


_ dication, Will fully evince. I do not pretend Þ 


to know of what Opinion Mr. Emir is at 

preſent, neither is it to my purpoſe to En- 

quire whether he has changed his Scheme or Þ 
| not ; 


(59) 
not; but the Reaſons that igduce me to be- 


7924 


lieve he was formerly Cat leaſt) a 5 Rax, 


1 


are theſe that follow, 1ſt, That 1 have afty- 
ay 22 it under the hand 115 57 SUP 
Williams, ng. incompetent Judge of Sorinige . 
iſm, that Vir. all the 1 75 if the ook 
entituled Humble Enquiry, & c. was Aſſiſtant 

10 Mr. Boyſe 4 Non-Conformſt in Dablin, 

who taking occaſion to Preach avout the Exali a- 

tian of our Savieer, advance 4 Socinian Prize 

ciple; of whieh being accuſe he went for Eng- 

land, bat returning at the deſire af ſome, g ade 

this account (i. e. in Humble Enquiry ) of 

his. Principles. in Print. For which he was Sen» 
tenced 10 ſuffer for Bliſphemy, 8c. There is . - 
no occaſion for, Tranſeribing the reſt ; and 
therefore I proceed, in tlie next place, to 


. 


| ſhew from Mr. Enlin's Humble Enquiry in. 


to the Scripturt- account of Jeſas Chriſt, his 
Vindication of t, and ſome other Papers ſaid 


| to be is, that there is great reaſon to give xep. on 
| him the Denomination of a Socinian; ang Mr. Vi. 
| that he was à Preacher both at Dublin and ef 
| Loxapn is too notorious to Want a Proof, and Como. g 
above all, is particularly Conſeſſed by Mr. 2. & 55. 
 Whifon himſelf. My Authorities are thele. Sce Nun: 


At P. 4. C. 1. of Mr. Emlin's Humble Eu Le, En qui. 


ry into 


quiry, he expreſſes himſelf thus. I ſhall Scripte 


« allow that only in his human Nature 2 of 

„ Chriſt could give up his Kingdom; but f 

„then ' tis, becauſe tis as Man delegated and 1702, in 

* Inbabited by God, that he {ways and ma- 4b 
H 2 * nages 


(6) 


6 nages this Kingdom ; and if this be al. 


4 Jow'd, (asI think it needs muff) that the 


Eid. 


« Man Chriſt is ſufficient by help from God 
% to manage his Univerſal Spiritual King- 

6“ dom, I ſee no Reaſon there will be to op- 
0 « poſe thoſe Unitarians, &c. 

Our Adverſaries will gain nothing bz 

© alledging Texts to prove the Title of G 
« to be given to Chriſt, ſince that may be, 
„ and yet it will not prove him to be the 
supreme independent God, but only one 
e who is Inhabited of, and Commiſſoncd and 
C Enabled by him who is 66. 

* bY John 14. 10. tis evident there was 


ce 0 Agent in and with him (i. e. Christ) 


6 but the Father. He only has Power i in 
&« himſelf, and needs no Aſſiſtance. 


Chriſt's Kingly Office by which he rules 
te the Church undeniably proves this large 


4 Knowledg (i. e. Univerſal Knowledg of Þ 


«< the Hearts and ways of Men, paz, 13.) to 
6 be exerciſed by him as Man, however he 
gains it.” 
* 'This Office and Power muſt then be 
given to the Man, or humane Nature on- 
* ly; aid as Man we cannot deny him to 


ebe ſutably qualify'd for it.“ 


Mr. E's Anſwer about the Mediation of 


. Chriſt is, « Tf the Man, or humane Nature 


alone, be capable of doing the part of a 

« Mediator. then 'tis nor neceſſary that Je- 

* ſus Chriſt ſhould be ore — a Mau, in- 
« hahited, 


E208 
| ſerves, © Thar Mr. E. has probably omitted Pub, 


(6) 
* habited by, and related to God, in order 
to that Office.” 1 
„Our Mediator, according to St. Paul, B. f. 18. 
c 1 im. 2 5, Was only 4 Man, who allo is!? 
*' by Office a God, or Ruler over all.” 
By this long Induction t appears that Mr. 


Emlin's fixed Opinion in the very Book for 
which he Saffer'd was, that Jeſus was a mere 


Man, inhabited, a ſſiſted, and aQed by the Su- 


preme God; which muſtneceſſarily be own'd - 
to be the great fundamental Frinciple of Soci- 


nianiſin. This Norion is ſpread throughout all 


his Book, excepting a ſingle Paſſage or two 
that have ſomewhat of an Aria» Aſpect, but 


are expreſs'd ſo Dubiouſly as by no means to 
ballance this large Socinian Collection. I 
am, God be thanked, above diſſembling any 


thing that is in the leaſt favourable ro my 


Adverfary,and therefore refer my Reader to cee Hun. 
the connexion of thoſe very Paſſages. Of F14u#p. - 


which, viz. 'Tho' it ſhould ſeem, and tho it be OR 
| allow'd, his Learned Adverſary, Mr. Boyſe, 
ſays very juſtly, © Thar he is forry Mr E 


* ſpeaks ſo ver y doubrfally of our Bleſſed Sa- 
* viour's pre- exiſtent Nature, leaſt, as he ſup- _ 
« poſes, Mr. E. ſhould Diſoblige his Soci- 1 £4 


O | the Deit 
nian Friends. Mr. B. likewiſe well ob- of 5. . 


3. in 


| * the Conſideration of Eternit), in ſpeaking _ . 27, 
| © ofthe Divine PerfeCtions as belonging to & 47. 


& Chriſt, out of willingneſs to avoid the 


e Controverſy between the Arians and So- 


„ CInans 


1 
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12. . 1. Vindication of 


063 


be cinians about the pre- exiſtent Nature of 
« Chriſt. "a a a 

Publiſhed, i, But to go on to a farther View of Mr. 
1706. », Euliu's Opinion in his Other Trafts, In his 

the Worſhip of the Lord. Jeſus, 

in Azſwer to Mr. Boyſe, he writes thus.“ Mr. 

B. cannot ſay (as we may) that the 5 

&* mane Nature acts alone, in this Mediation 
T ORE HetÞ REnnee 

Þ.p.28. 3: © If the Trinitariaus could worſhip the 

2. Humanity becauſe it end ua e Davin 
| « ty, Why may not Others allo, worſhip. 

Man inhabited by it, tha not by Perſonal 

See Proc. “ Union? And it is obſervable, that this is 


of Convece the very Book Mr. Whiſton boaſts of as Vn. 


7 33. arnſwerable, and on that occation aſſerts, That 


At one proper part of the Socqnian Doctriue can 
1 Mr. Emlin, The truth of 
which Aſſertion I leave to the Reader's Me- 
Citation. 1 25 | e124 
Thus likewiſe in a Print * that States the 
= Difference between Mr. Emlin and the Diſſent- 
ins Miniſters of Dublin; as. well as in the 

+ Brief Account of the Proſecution and Impri- 
ſonment of Mr. E. Mr. Elin is (aid to have 
agreed with thoſe Miniſters in believing, 
That the infinite God is preſent in the 
Man Chriſt Jeſus, and actuates him by per- 
* petual Influence; but that they diſagree'd 
e about the Perſonal Union of God and the 
| Man 


* Puvliſh:d in to. 1703. + In 4to. (prsbabiy) in 1 704. 


pn gw | 2109. 
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(6) 
% Man Chriſt Jeſus; the denial of which is 
(in the former) infinuated to have been ex- 
{© torted from him; and (in the latter) it is 
© faid, that Mr. Elin declar d his Judgment 
to them, that God and the Man Chriſt je- 
e ſus were not truly the ſame Perſon. ” 
And indeeed it is very Remarkable that in 
neither of theſe Tracts, of which Mr. 
Elin is the ſuppoſed Author, nor in Mr. 
Es foremention'd Vindication of the Lord 


Jeſus, is there any ſuppoſition made of 


the Pre-exiſtence' of any Principle in Jeſus 


| Chriſt, or of a Created Logos reſidng in him. 


So that, I think, I may now be allow'd, 
from an enumeration of ſo many Particu- 
lars, to infer; as the reſult of the whole, 
that Mr. Emlin (whatever ſecret Opinion 
he may entertain in his own Breaſt, and with 
an Exception of a Dubious Paſſage or two 
in his Humble Enquiry before accounted for) 


has made uſe of no other Hypothefis but 
the common Socinian one, namely, © Thar 
God did iahabit in the Perſon of the 


« Lord Chriſt, by an extraordinary Pre- 


4 ſence, and exertion of his Power in him, 


© incomparably greater than in former 
“ Prophets. And that this is the avow'd 
Scheme of the Sociniant, and particularly 


the Exgliſb ones, I ſhall fully evince, by 
referring the Reader to a Socinian Book, Publiſh'd 


Entitled, Conſiderations on the Explications of 
the Doftrine of the Trinity, that had been 
advanced 


( 64 ) 


ring the Heat of the Socinian Controverſy : 


fame. with Mr. Emlin's Doctrine, are laid 


of the Socinian Scheme. And conſequently, 
whatever Mr. Whi#on may pretend, Mr. 
Emlin muſt give up all his Arguments that 
proceed upon the Sacinian, and not the 
Arian Scheme; oc elſe own that he has 


Hiſtory f tho he wrote an Eccleſiaſtical: Hiſtory 
Unite, ( to prove that all Antiquity was Arian, 
ans, 4f0- ,, . i : ; 
1691. . in all his Books refuſes (in Words) to be 
12 © called either Aria» or Socinian. But 
with what Ingenuity this may have been 
practiſed by either or both of them, I leave 
the World to Judge. 10 16105 | 
But to return from this long, tho? neceſſa- 
ry Digreſſion, about Mr. Eml:z's Opinion, 
to Mr. Vhiſten the unhappy occaſion of it. 
He, with all that good Breeding by which 
he is ſo eminently diſtiagu{h'd, | was plea- 


Second fed to charge me with alerting ſo great an 


Rep. 10 Dr. 


and to aſſure me that to his Kpowledg he is 
none. For the Juſtxce of which Cenſure I 
refer the Reader to the Quotations above 
out of Mr. Emlin's Writings, But Mr. 
* Whiſton goes on, and roundly determines, 
that /o great an Untrath bas been aſſerted, the 


more 


advanced by our moſt eminent Writers dy- 
Where the Words juſt now cited, as the 


down as the great diſtingui ſhing Principle 


declined the Name of Socinian, juſt as 
See Brief Chy iſt Sandius did that of Arian; Who 


All. 5. 42, Vntruth, as that Mr. Emlin was a Socinian, 


5 8 au a ang 


| (65) 
| more ſeturely to impute Blaſphemy to him. But 
| was not Mr. Emin in matter of fact, Con- 
I dema'd for Bla/phemy in Ireland, as the Re- 
| fe&er aſſerted? Les, beſides other proper 
means of Information, I have ſo good a 
|| Witneſs to produce for it as Mr. Whiſtor 
himſelf, who elſewhere acknowledges in ex- 
preſs Terms chat Mr. Emlix was found gailty*** Poe 
F no leſs 4 Crime than Blaſphemy. 80 that 7 _ F 
in oppoſition to Mr. Mhiſton I am acquitted 
of a falſe Charge by Mr. hi ſton himſelf 
But beſides the Legal Sentence of Mr. Emin, 
I ſhall venture to continue the Charge of 
Blaſphemy, both upon Mr. Whiiton and Mr. 
Emlin, from the nature of the thing itſelf ; 
ſince in point of Reaſon, it is at leaſt equal 
Blaſphemy to Un-deify a God, and Deify a 
Creature. „„man 23 its - 
What Mr. II hiſton farther mentions about „ __ 
the Subordinat ion of the Son to the Father, i Dr. Alt. 
as: approv'd by the preſent Convocation, and? 4% 
at the ſame time as approaching very near 
to Mr. Emlin's Doctrine of Inequality, 1 
leave to the Cognizance of that Learned 
Body, who no doubt will vindicate them. 
ſelves from ſo foul an Aſperſion. And 1 
think it ſufficient at preſent to aſſert, that 
the only Inegquality of the Son to the Father 
allow'd of by the Catholick Church is Oe- 
conomical, or that of Order and Origination, 
and not of Ixferiority in Nature, two things 
Mr. VVhiſton is very willing to Confound, 
I | 


as 
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as appears evidently from their acknow. 

ledgmeat of the Son to be Co- eſſential and 
Ce- eternal with the Father. So that tho? 
the Church allows that. the Son is Subordi. 
nate to the Father, it denies his I»feriority, 
by declaring him to be equel to the Father 
as touching bis Goabead. And this is the 
Doctrine of Sabordinat ion, which, tho? Mr. 
Vl, hi ſtan informs us it is nom becoming the 
Doctrine of this Church, was the Ancient 
Doctrine of the Three firſt as well as follow- 
ing Centuries, as the Excellent Defender of 
| the Nicene Faith has evinced beyond all rea- 
Fid. pe. ſonable Contradictioo ea. 
fenſ. Fi. To Conclude, as ¶ find in Controver ſial Com: 
20. Ks, bats, as well as in the Modern Art of Hr, 
280. Ear. the moſt likely-way. to obtain Victory is to 
Grab, bear all the Enemy's Fire, and then axtacle 
them; ſo I ſhall with cafe, bear all the Rude- 
neſſes Mr. Whifion has thrown out upon me; 
and with a Superiour Contempt of bis little 
Arts in Diſputing as well as Angry Mena. 
ces, ſhall paſs them by, and turn his Ar: 
Second Re- tillery upon himſelf. He has been pleaſed; 
py P. 42. in the laſt place, to deſire me to Conſider, 
what will be ny Crime another Day, (meaning 
the Day of judgment, of ' which he had re- 
minded me juſt before) if I at laſt ſhould 
prode to be miſtaken, if his ſuppoſed Blaſphe- 
Bid. Mies ſhould prove to be Sacred Truths, and if 
the Conſtitutions and Doctrine of the Apoſtles 

ſhould prove to te genuine; to which as ſeve- 


ral 


(67) 

| rat things might be faid, that ſhall be here 

I omitted, in behalf of a ſincere Conviction, 
founded on the undoubted Scriptures, as ex- 
plained by the Primirive Church and that genu- 
| || ine Antiquity that is come down to our Age; 
I fo I ſhall here content my ſelf with retorting 
Me. Whiſton*s Argument drawn from the Day 
— — upon his own Head, and (un- 

1 flatter r ) with great Advantage. 
beg of him therefore to conſider what will be 
bis Crime another Day, when he ſhall appear 
before the Majeſty of him, whom from a God 
he endeavour'd to Degrade into a Creature; 
before him, I ſay, whoſe great deſign of 
rooting out Idalaum he has Contradicted, by 
maintaining the Worſhip of a Made and Cres 
| WW ted God ; before him, the benefit of whoſe 
Redemption he hopes for, but yet has dared | 
to overthrow the foundation of its Merits, 

that ariſe from the invaluable Sacrifice of a 
Perſon of that high. Digaity as: the great 
God-Man, and in preſumptuous oppoſiti- 
on to his own Revelation, has refuſed to 
Jon that he is purchaſed by the Blobd of God; 48s 26. 
„and to add no more Aggravations, before him, v. 28. 
' I whoſe Body the Church he has Diſtracted 


and Scandalized,, by rendring dubibus their 
Rule of Faith the Holy Scriptures, by giving 

che preference to Pretended Conſtitut ions and 
falſe Doctrine of the Apoſtles, and applying all 
bis Talents to the ſupport of: Forgeries and 
| Impoſtures as of Sacred Authority. Theſe 
are 
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| conclude with Praying to the affronted Sa- 
Viqur of the World, that my "Unhappy Ad- 


, may ſo Tadge himſelf. at preſent, 


the great God: man, Jeſus Chriſt. Amen; 


« 65 0 
ſe ſhockiog Thoughts indeed; 75 ak tliere- 
ore not to dwell longer upon them, I ſhall 


wy not to be Condemned with the VUnbelieving 
World:at that dreadful Tribunal; and that 
a2; he and I (norwirhſtanding all our 
Miſtakes and Infirmities) may = Accepted 
1n that Day, through the infinite Merits of 


* RAT A. In the Reflections bn Mr Whiſton'; 
Conduct in his Revival th the Arian ae 


Ag. 13. for #15 read ? Tis. p. 14. i. 15. after Zich r. orker, 
p. 32. I. 12. for one (who accordiag, real © one who (ac- 


cording. , - F154 fl 


1 R R A 1 A. In this 7 ndication of thoſe Roſe 


ons. | 


7 19. 1. 23. © * words Gods the tele the Comma. p 


10 l. 6. for im Expreſſions read in the — p. 

31. for this Learned, read his Learne p. 20. |. 19 

i VERY read. Iſchyras p. 21. I. 3.-after Enemies? put 
Comma. p. 26. I. 23. ay 28. for for "La read at rao 

29. |. 29. for lag reg 8 ; p. 37. 4. 7 a frer is read i 

P. 38:1, 20. for exThoals read £xThoale, P. 42:1. 26. dele 
2 bee Aſtoniſhment. I bid. I. 30. for! Semul read Semel. 


Other ſwall Faults which diſturb not the Senſe, are left 
t the Reader's Candor. 


